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PROTESTS. 


DCXVI. 

Pbbbuaby  17,  1826. 

The  Bonk  Act  of  1826  (7  George  lY,  cap.  46)  repeals  that  monopoly  of 
the  Bank  of  England  which  prohibited  any  number  of  persons  exceeding 
six  from  establishing  a  banking  company,  and  permits  the  creation  of 
such  companies  at  a  distance  of  more  than  sixty-five  miles  from  London, 
On  Uie  oUier  hand,  the  Bank  of  England  was  empowered  to  erect  provin- 
dal  branches.  The  debate  on  the  Act  may  be  found  in  Hansard,  vol.  xiy, 
New  Series,  p.  450.  Simultaneously  with  the  BiU,  certain  resolutions 
were  passed  by  the  House  of  Commons  limiting  the  English  notes  after 
a  given  date  to  £5. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

I  fit,  Because^  waiving  all  consideration  of  the  question  whether 
the  Gystem  of  circulation  as  now  by  law  established  will  or  will 
not  be  ameliorated  by  a  partial  repeal  of  the  exclusive  privilege 
enjoyed  }}j  the  Bank  of  England^  which  this  Bill  enacts,  and  by 
the  annihilation  of  all  bank  notes  under  ^^  in  the  year  1829 
instead  of  the  year  1833 — ^the  measure  with  which  it  is  conjoined, 
— I  must  r^;ard  the  conduct  of  ministers  in  '  courting  such 
discussions  at  a  moment  of  pecuniary  embarrassment  as  not  only 
rash  in  the  extreme^  but  as  exhibiting  a  lamentable  ignorance  of 
the  salutary  mode  of  conducting  the  affairs  of  this  great  mercantile 
country  when  suffering  under  distress  produced  by  a  temporary 
panic ;  whilst  I  sincerely  regret  that  I  must  be*  of  opinion  that  the 
conduct  of  Parliament  in  sanctioning  the  proposed  measures  cannot 
fiul  to  spread  throughout  these  kingdoms  an  alarm,  the  effects  of 
which^  conjoined  with  those  of  the  expiring  panic,  must  inevitably 
reduce  this  country  from  the  greatest  prosperity  to  a  state  of 
suffering  which  in  profound  peace  it  has  seldom,  if  ever,  expe« 
rienced. 
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^ndly^  Because  nothing  has  been  stated  in  debate  that  can 
vindicate  Government  in  proposing,  far  less  justify  Parliament  in 
adopting,  legislative  measures  pregnant  with  consequences  so 
destructive  to  the  immediate  interests  of  the  community. 

Ministers  had  advised  his  Majesty  in  his  Speech  from  the 
Throne  to  announce  to  Parliament  and  the  public  the  temporary 
sufferings  of  the  country  in  a  manner  unjustifiably  alarming,  and 
to  state  their  opinion  that  to  a  certain  portion  of  the  evil  (meaning 
the  state  of  the  currency)  correctives,  if  not  effectual  remedies, 
might  be  applied,  whilst  against  the  recurrence  of  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  evil  (meaning  the  demand  for  capital  arising  from 
joint  stock  companies  and  other  wild  schemes  and  speculations) 
there  could  exist  no  security  but  in  the  experience  of  the  mischiefs 
they  had  occasioned. 

With  such  a  statement  of  the  nature  of  the  calamity  thus 
solemnly  laid  before  the  public,  I  must  think  they  had  a  right 
to  expect  that  Parliament  would  devise  some  immediate  remedy 
for  the  evil  to  which  it  was  held  to  be  competent  to  administer  a 
corrective; — and  that  it  would  at  least  abstain  from  encouraging 
that  portion  of  the  evil  the  remedy  for  which  had  been  described  as 
beyond  the  reach  of  its  interposition. 

I  cannot  therefore  help  anticipating  the  fatal  effects  of  the 
disappointment  which  in  this  moment  of  alarm  must  ensue,  when 
the  pu'blic  learn  that  to  that  part  of  the  evil  which  Parliament  is 
said  to  have  the  power  of  correcting  they  have  selected  a  remedy 
which,  at  the  expense  of  great  immediate  evil,  is  to  take  place 
three  years  hence;  whilst  they  have  altered  the  law  with  the 
avowed  intention  of  encouraging  the  immediate  recurrence  of  that 
portion  of  the  evil  beyond  the  reach  of  their  interposition,  by  the 
establishment  of  joint  stock  banking  companies  throughout  this 
Kingdom. 

3rdly,  Because  those  who  recommend  these  measures  to  Parlia- 
ment assume  that  the  encrease  of  bank  paper  raised  the  price  of 
commodities ;  that  a  rise  in  the  price  of  commodities  gave  birth  to 
schemes,  speculation,  and  joint  stock  companies ;  that  this  state  of 
things  created  a  necessity  for  a  further  extension  of  currency ;  and 
that  the  extension  of  currency,  with  the  disposition  to  scheming 
which  it  generates,  thus  alternately  operating  as  cause  and  effect, 
produced  the  calamity  under  which  we  at  present  suffer. 
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No  proof  has  howeyer  been  given  that  paper,  either  of  the  Bank 
of  England  or  of  the  country  banks^  existed  in  excess;  or  that  an 
excess  of  paper^  payable  in  cash  on  demand^  can  produce  a  rise  in 
the  price  of  commodities. 

For  some  years  bank  paper  has  been,  de  Jure  as  well  as  de  facto, 
convertible  into  coin  on  deinand ;  and  I  must  agree  with  the 
Committee  on  the  high  price  of  bullion,  i8io, — ^That  no  safe, 
certain,  and  constantly  adequate  provision  against  an  excess  of 
paper  currency,  either  permanent  or  occasional^  can  be  found,  except 
in  the  convertibility  of  aU  such  paper  into  specie.' 

On  such  reasoning  as  I  have  heard  I  cannot  therefore  renounce 
these  opinions,  and  sanction  measures  calculated  to  create  an  alarm, 
the  effects  of  which  must  be  £Eir  more  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
the  public  than  those  of  the  momentary  panic,  for  which  it  is 
asserted  they  are  the  only  remedy. 

4thly,  Because  I  am  of  opinion  that  those  who  have  argued  in 
fiivoor  of  these  measures  have  formed  an  erroneous  view  of  the 
actual  state  of  tiie  country ;  and  that  the  real  cause  of  the  calamity 
arises  from  an  immediate  transition  from  a  state  in  which  it  en- 
joyed an  extra  supply  of  capital  to  a  state  in  which  it  suddenly 
sustained  a  great  extra  demand  for  it. 

That  ihe  rise  in  the  value  of  land,  of  funded  property,  and  of  all 
securities  producing  a  permanently  fixed  revenue,  as  well  as  the 
diminution  of  the  interest  of  disposable  capital  (the  criterion  of  its 
value)  was  the  natural  effect  of  a  forced  conversion  of  revenue  into 
capital  by  the  sinking  fund  to  the  extent  of  five  millions  a  year^ 
cannot  be  doubted,  unless  it  is  meant  to  deny  the  proposition,  that 
an  encrease  of  the  supply  of  a  commodity  in  prc^rtion  to  the 
demand  for  it  diminishes  its  value. 

When  again,  in  the  year  1824  and  in  the  year  1825^  the  desire 
of  enjoying  their  former  incomes  led  those  who  suffered  under  the 
diminished  and  diminishing  market  rate  of  interest  to  embark  in 
schemes,  joint  stock  companies,  and  speculations  which  caused  the 
investment  and  payment  of  capital  within  a  year  to  the  extent  of 
more  than  three  times  the  amount  of  the  sinking  fiind, — this  de- 
mand for  capital  occasioned  an  immediate  increase  in  its  value^  and 
of  course  raised  the  rate  of  interest,  forcing  many  to  call  up  capital 
with  whidi  they  had  accommodated  others^  and  limiting  the 
possibility  of  credit,  from  the  diminution  of  the  value  of  land, — of 
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funded  property,  and  of  fixed  securities,— on  the  more  extended 
value  of  which  it  had  been'  safely  granted;— and  this  inevitably 
produced  such  a  sudden  restraint  in  all  pecuniary  negotiations  as 
unfortunately  occasioned  a  temporary  suspension  of  payments,  even 
on  the  part  of  many  who  had  funds ;  and  the  bankruptcy  of  those 
who  had  been  alone  sustained  by  that  confidence  which  experi- 
ence teaches  us  general  prosperity,  either  real  or  ideal,  uniformly 
creates. 

That  this  is  the  true  cause  of  the  calamity  under  which  the 
country  suffers  I  cannot  entertain  a  doubt;  it  is  therefore  with 
pain  and  regret  I  see  Parliament  persuaded  to  adopt  measures  as  a 
remedy  for  a  sudden  extra  demand  for  capital  which  must  inevit- 
ably increase  the  demand  for  it. 

Yet  it  is  impossible  to  conceive  that  six  millions  of  country  one 
and  two  pound  notes  can  be  withdrawn  without  forcing  the  bankers 
to  make  a  demand  for  five  millions  of  their  funds,  with  which  the 
public  are  now  accommodated;  or  that  six  millions  of  gold  to 
supply  the  place  of  these  bank  notes  can  be  obtained  without  mak- 
ing a  further  demand  for  capital  to  that  extent ;  and  lastly,  it  is 
impossible  to  believe  that  the  projected  joint  stock  banking  com- 
panies can  be  generally  established  with  security,  without  embark- 
ing capital  to  an  extent  that  will  create  a  further  demand  for  eight 
millions. 

It  is  therefore  with  sincere  and  deep  affliction  I  anticipate  the 
&tal  injury  the  country  must  sustain  from  this  ignorant  attempt  to 
remedy  an  evil  arising  from  a  sudden  extra  demand  for  capital,  by 
creating  a  demand  for  it  far  more  enormous. 

James  Maitland,  Lord  Lauderdale  (Earl  of  Lauderdale). 


DCXVII. 

Febeuaey  28,  1826. 

On  the  third  reading  of  the  Bank  Act,  the  following  protest  was 
entered. 

1st,  Because  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  banks  which 
may  be  established  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  will  be  more 
solid  than  the  present  banks,  or  speculate  less.  Numbers  are  not  a 
criterion  of  property  ;  and  the  solidity  of  banks  depends  not  upon 


JLD,  1826.  PROTESTS.  •  5 

their  property,  but  upon  the  caution  with  which  they  act  on  correct 
principles.  Men  are  not  usually  most  cautious  when  numbers  must 
bear  a  part  of  their  losses;  nor  are  their  speculations  usually 
diminished  in  proportion  to  the  extension  of  their  credit. 

andly,  Because,  should  the  Bill  effect  the  object  of  giving  solidity 
to  banks,  it  will  only  extend  the  operation  of  a  vicious  system  of 
currency,  which  it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  reform.  The  real 
evil  of  the  present  system  of  the  currency  consists  in  the  unlimited 
power  of  issuing  paper  which  does  not  represent  coin.  That  paper 
alcme  represents  coin  which  the  banker  can  at  all  times  pay  in  coin ; 
other  paper  represents  the  land  or  goods  with  which  coin  may  be 
purchased.  Such  paper  may  be  convertible  into  coin,  but  by 
competition  it  depreciates  the  coin  into  which  it  may  be  converted. 
Its  sudden  extension  gives  a  false  appearance  of  prosperity ;  its 
sudden  contraction  creates  real  distress.  It  encourages  at  one  time 
the  wildest  speculation ;  at  another,  disappoints  the  most  cautious 
calculation.  Its  fluctuations  produce  corresponding  fluctuations  in 
prices,  and  in  the  value  of  all  property  measured  by  a  fixed 
quantity  of  the  currency.  It  does  not  increase  the  real  demand  for 
commodities,  but  it  changes  the  direction  of  that  demand,  raises  the 
real  price  of  some  conunodities,  and  lowers  that  of  others,  by  trans- 
ferring to  the  bankers  and  their  customers  a  portion  of  the  value 
before  contained  in  the  currency,  and  a  portion  of  the  power  before 
possessed  by  others  over  the  produce  of  labour.  By  the  sudden 
changes  it  effects  in  the  fortunes  of  individuals  it  arrests  the  pro- 
gress of  public  wealth,  and  impairs  the  moral  character  of  the 
people. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  EUenboroiigh. 


DCXVIII. 

March  16,  1826. 

The  Promissory  Notes  Bill,  founded  on  the  resolutions  above  referred 
to  (7  Greorge  lY,  cap.  6),  prohibits  inter  alia  the  issue  of  notes  in  England 
mid^  £5,  after  April  5,  1829. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  third  reading. 

Because  a  paper  currency,  regulated  by  a  metallic  standard^  is 
tiie  most  eligible^  as  it  adapts  itself  more  readily  to  the  existing 
demand,  while   it  leaves  the  great   amount  of  t^pital  which   a 
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metallic  currency  would  absorb  to  be  employed  in  commerce,  and 
by  its  accumulations  progressively  to  increase  the  wealth  of  the 
country. 

2ndly,  Because  the  attempt  to  pay  in  gold  an  enormous  debt 
borrowed  in  depreciated  paper  was,  in  itself,  inexpedient  and  unjust ; 
and  this  Act  will  tend  to  aggravate  the  evils  growing  out  of  that 
measure. 

Henry  George  Herbert,  Earl  of  Carnarvon* 


DCXIX. 

Mat  28,  1826. 

By  7  Qeorge  IV,  cap.  70,  foreign  com  was  allowed  to  be  taken  out  of 
warehouse  for  home  consumption  up  to  the  i6th  of  August^  1826,  at 
certain  fixed  duties.  The  purpose  of  the  Bill  was  to  limit  and  regulate 
the  amount  of  foreign  com  which  could  be  put  on  the  English  market. 
The  Bill  was  opposed  by  Lord  Eldon,  but  was  carried  by  84  to  23.  The 
following  protest  Is  entered. 

Because  it  appears  from  the  accounts  presented  to  the  House, 
that  the  quantity  of  wheat  and  wheat  flour  exported  from  Great 
Britain  to  foreign  parts  during  the  last  five  years  exceeds  the 
quantity  imported,  and  that  during  that  period  the  people  of 
this  country  have  wholly  subsisted  upon  wheat  the  growth  of  the 
British  Dominions,  purchased  at  a  price  which  has  not  hitherto 
produced  any  pressure  upon  the  general  consumer. 

Because  it  is  reasonable  to  expect,  that  the  remunerating  price 
obtained  by  the  grower  of  British  com  during  the  last  two  years 
will  have  induced  a  greater  cultivation,  and  no  circumstances  have 
appeared  to  show  that  the  increasing  produce  of  the  country  will 
not  continue  to  bear  its  present  proportion  to  the  demands  of  an 
increasing  population. 

Because  the  introduction  of  foreign  wheat  for  home  consumption 
must,  by  lowering  the  price  of  British  com,  disappoint  the  fi»ir 
calculations  of  the  grower,  and  discourage  the  cultivation  of  the 
British  soil. 

Because  the  Bill  affords  a  dangerous  example  of  unequal 
taxation. 

Because  it  would  be  just  to  tax  the  whole  community  for  the 
relief  of  one  distressed  class ;  but  it  is  unjust  to  tax  one  class  only 
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for  the  relief  of  another ;  and  it  is  both  ui\just  and  absurd  to  dis- 
tribute the  proceeds  of  a  tax  levied  upon  one  class  equally  amongst 
those  classes  which  want  relief  and  those  which  do  not. 

Because  the  Bill,  being  proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers  after 
repeated  and  very  recent  pledges  that  no  measure  touching  the 
Com  Laws  would  be  introduced  by  them  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, appears  to  be  the  result,  not  of  deliberative  wisdom,  but  of 
harried  alarm,  and  bears  the  character  of  a  premium  upon  outrage 
rather  than  that  of  a  boon  to  distress. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  EUenboroiigh. 

James  Maitland,  Lord  Lauderdale  (Earl  of  Lauderdale). 

Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Edwiurd  Henry  Pery,  Earl  of  Linierick. 

Henry  Bromley,  Lord  Montfort. 

John  Datton,  Lord  Sherborne. 

John  Rushout,  Lord  N(»rthwick. 

The  name  of  Lord  Teynham  is  also  inserted  after  that  of  Lord  Lime- 
rick, but  a  pen  is  drawn  through  it. 

DCXX,   DCXXI. 

May  23,  1826. 

The  two  following  protests  are  directed  against  a  second  Bill, 
7  George  lY,  cap.  7 1,  empowering  the  King  to  admit  foreign  com  at 
duties  to  be  fixed  by  the  Counci],  and  up  to  the  ist  of  January,  1827, 
or,  if  Parliament  be  not  sitting,  for  six  weeks  after  the  conmiencement  of 
the  Session*     The  second  reading  was  carried  by  78  to  28. 

ist,  Because,  when  we  recollect  the  numerous  pledges  given  by 
various  members  of  his  Majesty^s  Government  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session,  that  the  Com  Laws  should  not  be  interfered  with, 
and  the  recent  resistance  made  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
to  a  proposal  intended  to  affect  them,  we  cannot  account  for  the 
sodden  change  that  has  taken  place  in  the  conduct  of  Govern- 
ment, without  any  apparent  alteration  of  circumstances,  or  any 
leasonable  motive  having  been  assigned  but  by  attributing  it  to 
a  secret  and  unavowed  desire  of  taking  advantage  of  the  present 
crisis  to  carry  a  measure  which  must  have  the  effect  of  creating  a 
prejudice  against  the  agricultural  interest,  when  Parliament  goes 
into  a  ftill  investigation  of  the  important  question  on  the  expe« 
diency  of  the  present  Corn  Laws,  and  the  alteration^  if  any^  which 
the  welfiure  of  the  country  requires. 
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We  are  ready  to  admit  that  the  extravagant  speculations  in  the 
jears  1824  and  1825,  succeeded  by  the  measures  of  Government 
adopted  for  the  purpose  of  annihilating  that  circulation  of  ^1 
notes  in  a  moment  of  distress  which  they  had  in  vain  attempted 
to  effect  some  years  ago  in  times  of  greater  prosperity,  has  thrown 
a  great  body  of  our  manufacturers  out  of  employment,  and  produced 
the  greatest  distress  amongst  that  class  of  labourers. 

But  we  cannot  conceive  how  this  distress  can  be  stated  to  arise 
from  the  existing  Corn  Laws ;  and  we  are  prepared  to  assert,  that 
the  proposed  alterations  in  these  laws  can  produce  no  relief  to  our 
suffering  manufacturers,  for  the  price  of  a  commodity  matters  not 
to  those  who  unfortunately  are  reduced  to  a  state  that  they  have 
not  even  at  the  lowest  value  the  means  of  acquiring  it. 

On  the  contrary,  we  sincerely  believe,  that  as  these  measures 
must  impoverish  the  agriculturist,  it  cannot  fail  to  increase  the 
sufferings  of  our  manufacturers,  by  greatly  diminishing  the  demand 
for  manufactures  in  the  home  market. 

We  are  therefore  at  a  loss  to  comprehend  how  a  measure^  ruinous 
to  the  labourers  in  agriculture,  and  which  must  indirectly  tend  to 
increase  the  distress  of  the  manufacturers,  by  diminishing  the 
demand  for  the  produce  of  their  industry,  should  be  proposed  or 
even  hinted  at  as  a  means  of  affording  them  relief. 

We  are  however  still  more  at  a  loss  to  conceive  on  what  grounds 
Government  have  suddenly  alarmed  the  country  with  the  dread  of 
impending  scarcity,  by  urging,  not  only  the  necessity  of  admitting^ 
the  bonded  grain  into  the  home  market,  at  such  an  inadequate  duty 
as  I2«.,  but  also  the  unprecedented  measure  of  giving  them  a  discre- 
tionary power  to  admit  foreign  grain;  for  we  cannot  help  recol- 
lecting that  in  November  last,  when  the  country  had  nine  months 
to  rely  on  the  supply  which  the  late  harvest  afforded,  wheat  was 
1O8.  a  quarter  dearer  than  at  present,  when  they  have  only  to  look 
to  the  produce  of  last  year  for  the  supply  of  three  summer  months, 
in  which  experience  shows  that  there  hardly  exists  a  greater  demand 
than  in  two  months  of  the  spring. 

Yet  at  the  meeting  of  Parliament  no  dread  of  impending  scarcity 
was  hinted  at ;  besides,  it  is  impossible  to  forget  that  last  year, 
when  wheat  was  nearly  Ss.  ^  quarter  dearer,  and  when  in  every 
other  respect  there  were  stronger  symptoms  of  impending  scarcity. 
Government  only  proposed  admitting  a  certain  portion  of  the 
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bonded  gnia,  and  never  attempted  to  apply  to  Parliament  to 
sanction  a  discretionaiy  power  of  importing  foreign  grain. 

Under  these  circumstances  we  feel  it  oar  duty  to  protest  against 
the  proposed  measures,  for^  in  the  absence  of  all  reasonable  motive 
for  urging  the  necessity  of  them,  we  cannot  help  thinking  that 
Government,  with  the  recent  experience  of  the  aid  they  derived 
&om  distress  in  carrying  their  measures  with  relation  to  small 
notes,  were  actuated  by  a  desire  again  to  take  advantage  of  a  crisis 
of  distress,  as  a  fortunate  opportunity  of  getting  the  consent  of 
Parliament  to  a  measure  which  may  in  a  future  Session  influence 
the  decision  on  this  important  point  of  national  policy,  by  creating, 
before  inquiry,  a  prepossession  in  favour  of  the  importation  of 
foreign  grain,  and  of  12s.  a  quarter,  the  duty  proposed  to  be  im- 
posed on  the  bonded  grain,  as  an  adequate  compensation  for  the 
extra  taxation  to  which  the  home  grower  of  grain  is  subjected. 

andly,  Because,  regarding  this  as  the  real  object  of  the  present 
measures,  we  cannot,  at  a  time  when  a  design  is  avowed  of  altering 
the  system  of  our  Com  Laws,  refrain  from  entering  our  most 
solenm  protest  against  the  injustice  of  giving  to  the  agriculturist 
of  this  country  such  an  inadequate  protection  against  the  inter- 
ference of  the  foreign  grower  of  grain  in  the  home  market. 

Hie  public  have  heard  much  of  the  merit  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment assume  to  themselves  in  having  done  away  the  ancient  system 
of  restriction,  under  which  this  country  had  long  flourished,  for  the 
purpose  of  introducing  the  more  liberal  jsystem  of  what  has  been 
called  a  perfectly  free  trade,  and  the  new  regulations  in  the  silk  trade 
have  been  held  foith  as  the  case  which  most  forcibly  displays  this 
alteration  in  our  commercial  legislation.  Now,  in  deciding  on  the 
adequacy  of  the  proposed  protection,  we  only  wish  that  the  Legis- 
kture  would  reflect  how  far  a  duty  of  12s.  a  quarter  on  the  import- 
ation of  wheat  gives  to  the  home  grower  of  grain  the  same  protec- 
tion that,  at  the  moment  of  establishing  what  has  been  ridiculously 
denominated  a  free  trade,  they  have  thought  it  just  to  secure  to  the 
silk  manufacturer. 

From  the  raw  material  employed  in  this  manu&cture  all  duty 
,.  has  been  taken  off,  the  manuSEU^turer  is  subjected  to  no  direct  tax- 
ation, and  yet  he  is  defended  by  a  duty  of  30  per  cent,  on  the  value 
of  the  commodity  produced  by  his  labour,  avowedly  for  the  purpose 
of  compensating  those  taxes  on  conisumption  to  which  the  agricul- 
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turist  is  subjected,  in  oommon  with  himself  and  the  rest  of  the 
community. 

Unfortunately,  however,  the  grower  of  grain  is  in  this  country 
subjected  to  many  direct  impositions  which  exclusively  a£Pect  the 
important  class  of  our  fellow-subjects  to  which  he  belongs. 

The  Land  Tax,  which  has  been  collected  at  the  rate  of  49.  in  the 
pound,  is  more  or  less  burthensome  in  variom  parts  of  the  country ; 
but  to  us  it  appears  that  it  may  be  moderately  estimated  as  amount- 
ing to  10  per  cent,  on  the  rent  throu^out  the  Kingdom. 

The  Government  have  themselves  furnished  data  which  makes  it 
clear  that  they  have  estimated  the  tithe  and  the  poor's  rates,  to 
which  the  land  is  also  exclusively  subjected,  as  equal  to  one-third, 
or  33  per  cent,  on  the  rent. 

For  when  the  tenantry  of  Scotland  all^ed^  that  as  there  existed 
no  tithe  or  poor's  rates  in  that  country  they  paid  to  the  landlord 
the  amount  of  these  taxes  in  rent,  and  that  if  they  paid  is,  6d,  in 
the  pound  to  the  property  tax  they  would  in  &ct  pay  to  Govern- 
ment a  tax  equal  to  what  the  tenant  in  England  would  have  paid 
had  he  been  subjected  to  u.  6d.  in  the  pound  on  what  was  paid  as 
rent,  tithe^  and  poor^s  rate^  the  plea  was  admitted  to  be  unanswer- 
able, and  the  tax  was  fixed  at  is.  in  the  pound  on  the  rent  in 
Scotland,  that  is,  a  third  less  than  the  tax  paid  by  the  tenantry  in 
England,  by  which  it  is  evident  that  the  poor's  rate  and  tithe 
were  defined  by  the  Legislature  to  be  equal  to  one-third,  or  33  per 
cent,  on  the  amount  of  the  rent. 

Besides  this,  it  appears  impossible  to  estimate  the  direct  taxes 
imposed  on  the  land  in  the  shape  of  road  and  bridge  money,  the 
erection  of  public  buildings,  the  expense  of  militia,  public  prosecu- 
tions, repairing  damage  done  by  rioters,  and  many  other  charges, 
as  amounting  to  less  than  14  per  cent,  on  the  rent. 

In  our  opinion,  therefore,  the  land  is  subjected  to  direct  taxation 
amounting  on  the  rent  at  least  to 

Land  Tax 10  per  cent. 

Tithe  and  Poor's  Rate         .        .         -33  ditto. 
Road,  Bridge  money,  &c.    .         .         •     14  ditto. 

Total  .        .        .57 

We  must  therefore  think  it  indisputable,  that  as,  according  to  all 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Committee  of  this  House,  the  rent  of 


A.D.  1826.  PROTESTS.  11 

land  has  in  modem  times  been  considered  as  equal  in  value  to  one- 
fourth  of  the  produce,  one-fourth  of  57  per  cent.,  that  is,  14^  per 
cent.,  must  be  considered  as  the  direct  tax  imposed  on  the  produce 
c(  the  land. 

It  follows  then,  that  if  our  ancient  system  is  to  be  abandoned, 
and  the  grower  of  grain  is  in  future  to  be  protected  by  a  duty  on 
importation,  it  will  require  a  duty  similar  to  what  the  silk  manu- 
fiEMsturer  enjoys  to  compensate  him  for  the  taxes  on  consumption, 
and  also  an  additional  duty  to  cover  the  direct  taxes  to  which  he  is 
subjected ;  that  is 

ist,  A  duty  of 30  per  cent. 

andly,  A  duty  equivalent  to  the  direct 
taxes  imposed  on  the  produce  of 
land 14  per  cent. 

In  all        .44  per  cent. 

But  in  the  case  of  wheat  it  is  proposed  that  i2s,  a  quarter  should 
be  paid  as  a  duty  on  foreign  grain,  which,  taking  the  value  of 
wheat  at  60s.  per  quarter,  is  20  per  cent,  instead  of  44  per  cent,  on 
the  value  of  that  conmiodity,  the  duty  the  Legislature  ought  to 
impose  if  it  dealt  with  the  g^wer  of  grain  on  the  principle  acted 
upon  in  establishing  this  free  trade  in  our  manufacture  of  silk. 

To  us  it  ap{>ears  therefore  incontrovertible,  that  Government 
have,  on  the  principles  they  have  themselves  laid  down,  committed 
an  act  of  gross  injustice,  in  limiting  the  duty  on  the  bonded  grain 
to  12^.  a  quarter,  and  in  holding  this  out  as  a  protection  to  the 
home  grower ;  for  it  requires  no  reasoning  to  prove,  that  an  uncom- 
pensated extra  taxation  of  24  per  cent,  ad  valorem  must  have  the 
Hune  effect  as  a  bounty  to  that  extent  given  to  the  foreign  grower 
of  g^n ;  and  it  is  impossible  that  under  such  an  arrangement  the 
home  grower  can  on  equal  terms  enter  into  competition  with  the 
foreigner,  even  in  our  own  markets. 

3rdly,  Because  though  we  are  decidedly  of  opinion  that  in  the 
event  of  a  well  ascertained  impending  scarcity,  it  is  at  all  times 
due  to  the  people  of  this  country  to  obtain  an  immediate  and 
adequate  supply  of  foreign  grain  upon  any  terms,  yet  we  have 
no  hesitation  in  asserting  our  belief,  founded  on  the  evidence  taken 
before  this  House,  that,  except  on  very  extraordinary  occasions. 
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Great  Britain  and  Ireland  are  capable  of  rearing  an  ample  quantity 
of  grain  for  the  nourishment  of  our  population. 

We  do  therefore  with  confidence  state  it  to  be  our  deliberate 
conviction,  that  it  is  to  a  system  of  law  which  encourages  the  home 
grower  of  grain  we  can  only  look  for  a  constant  and  gradually 
increasing  supply  at  a  moderate  price;  and  that  it  is  from  pur- 
suing such  a  system  we  can  alone  expect  to  succeed  in  obtaining 
the  two  great  objects,  first,  of  rendering  the  country  independent 
of  foreign  supply,  secondly^  of  keeping  the  price  of  corn  at  nearly 
an  equal  rate. 

From  contemplating  the  situation  of  all  countries  who  haye 
trusted  to  foreigners  to  furnish  a  portion  of  their  usual  necessary 
subsistence  it  is  evident,  that,  as  the  efiects  of  a  good  or  bad  season 
are  seldom  confined  to  any  one  particular  country,  so  the  fitte  of 
a  nation  which  trusts  to  foreign  supply  is  to  be  inundated  in  a 
plentiful  year  to  a  degree  ruinous  to  its  agriculture^  whilst  in 
a  year  of  scarcity  self-preservation  dictates  the  necessity  of  keeping 
that  portion  of  the  crop  at  home  which  was  usually  exported,  and 
reduces  the  country  that  confides  in  importation  from  abroad  to  the 
certainty  of  an  extravagant  price  for  the  necessary  supply  of  food, 
and  even  to  the  peril  of  approaching  fiimine ;  when,  if  a  contrary 
system  had  been  pursued,  the  population  would  have  only  felt  the 
inconvenience  arising  from  a  considerable  augmentation  in  the 
value  of  what  was  necessary  for  their  sustenance. 

It  is  the  experience  that  this  is  the  natural  consequence  of  trust- 
ing to  a  foreign  supply  of  grain  which  has  induced  all  countries 
that  have  acted  upon  this  system  to  form  granaries  at  a  great 
expense^  that  in  years  of  plenty  they  might  hoard  up  a  store  to 
come  in  aid  of  the  necessary  consumption  in  the  hour  of  scarcity, 
being  aware  that  they  may  in  vain  look  for  aid  from  those  on 
whose  produce  they  had  imprudently  relied  at  a  time  when  they 
themselves  are  apprehensive  of  not  being  able  to  command  a  suffi- 
ciency. 

Of  the  wisdom  of  giving  that  encouragement  to  the  home  grower 
of  grain  which  ensures  the  produce  of  the  country  being  equal  to 
its  usual  consumption^  and  of  the  fatal  e£Pects  of  trusting  to  a 
foreign  supply,  the  history  of  our  Com  Laws,  and  the  detail  of 
the  prices  at  which  grain  has  been  sold  to  the  community,  afibrds 
a  most  ample  illustration. 
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In  the  reign  of  Charles  II,  grain  had  on  an  average  been  for 
a  considerable  time  at  what,  in  those  days,  was  coneeiyed  to  be 
an  exorbitant  price.  To  remedy  this  evil^  Parliament,  in  the  year 
1673,  under  the  impression  that  encouraging  our  internal  agri- 
culture was  the  best  means  of  relief^  prohibited  all  importation 
of  wheat  till  it  attained  the  price  of  ^y.  per  quarter,  and  even 
then  it  was  subjected  to  a  duty  of  8s. 

So  that  foreigners  could  not  enter  into  a  competition  with  the 
home  grower  in  our  own  markets  till  the  yalue  of  wheat  was 
equal  to  53^.  a  quarter,  the  price  at  which  it  might  be  imported, 
and  8tf.  the  duty  to  which  it  was  subjected,  making  together 
i^3  i«.,  which  in  the  money  of  that  day  was  more  than  equi- 
valent to  j^S  49.  i}^.  of  the  money  of  the  present  time. 

Such  was  the  regulation  in  relation  to  the  importation  of  grain, 
which  endured  to  the  year  1765,  securing  to  the  country,  not  only 
an  abundance  of  grain  at  a  moderate  price,  but  at  a  price*  gradually 
diminishing,  as  the  average  market  value  of  wheat  for  thirty-six 
years,  firom  1700  to  1735  inclusive,  amounted  only  to  ^1  igs.  2d., 
whilst  the  average  price  from  1736  to  1765  inclusive  was  reduced 
to  ^1  i4».  io\d.,  and  during  all  this  period  large  quantities  were 
annually  exported  to  foreign  markets. 

In  the  year  1766  this  system  was,  however,  abandoned;  and 
for  nearly  eight  years  annual  acts  were  passed  which  gave  to  the 
country,  not  what  is  now  called  a  free  trade^  that  is,  a  trade  pro- 
tected against  the  foreigner  by  a  duty  of  thirty  per  cent.,  but  a 
trade  completely  free,  the  foreign  grower  paying  no  duty  at  all 
for  what  was  imported. 

From  the  moment  this  change  was  effected^  instead  of  raising, 
as  we  had  done^  for  half  a  century,  grain  sufficient  to  supply 
ourselves,  and  a  surplus  for  exportation,  we  became  an  importing 
country,  dependent  on  foreigners  for  part  of  our  supply ;  and  the 
price  of  grain  was,  on  an  average  of  these  eight  years,  £2  108.  lod., 
that  is,  15^.  ii%d.  higher  than  it  had  been  on  an  average  for 
thirty  years  before  this  system  of  free  trade  was  resorted  to. 

In  the  year  1773  ^^  system  was  again  altered;  and  the  im- 
portation of  wheat,  duty  free,  was  fixed  at  £%  8«.,  a  sum  equal 
to  £1  69.  6\d.  in  the  money  of  the  year  1673. 

This  regulation  endured  till  the  year  1791 ;  and  the  price  of 
wheats  from  the  year  1766,  the  time  when  the  salutary  provisions 
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of  the  Act  of  Charles  II  were  repealed,  till  that  period,  amounted 
on  an  average  to  £%  9^.  %\d.y  that  is,  141.  /^\d.  more  than  it 
cost  on  average  of  thirty  years  before  the  efficient  protection  given 
by  the  law  of  Charles  II  was  done  away. 

In  the  year  1791  a  new  r^^lation  was  adopted  by  an  Act 
which  endured  till  the  year  1804,  fixing  the  price  at  which  wheat 
could  be  imported,  combined  with  the  duty,  at  £%  \%9.  6^.,  which, 
in  the  money  of  the  year  1673^  was  only  equal  to  £\  %%>  %i. 

During  this  period  our  reliance  on  the  foreign  grower  increased, 
and  the  average  price  of  wheat  will  be  found  to  have  been  no  less 
than  £'^  14^.  5^^. 

In  the  year  1804  the  Legislature  enacted  a  new  regulation. 
The  importation  of  wheat  was  prohibited  till  the  price  amounted 
to  63^.,  when  it  was  subjected  to  a  duty  of  19.  6d. ;  so  that  the 
import  price  and  the  duty  combined  amounted  to  j^^  5».  6d.  of 
value  in  the  money  of  1673,  equal  to  £1  ^,  4^^^.,  a  sum  far  less 
than  one-half  of  what  had  been  fixed  as  an  adequate  protection 
in  the  reign  of  Charles  II. 

Under  this  diminished  encouragement  to  the  home  grower  the 
price  of  wheat  amounted  on  an  average,  from  1804  to  1813  in- 
clusive, to  £^  OS.  ^d.y  a  price  greatly  exceeding  what  has  lately 
been  discovered  to  be  a  sure  indication  of  fifimine,  though  we  have 
heard  the  prosperity  of  the  country  boasted  of  when  on  an  average 
of  two  years  it  exceeded  d^6. 

Neither  is  this  all ;  from  the  time  of  abandoning  the  efficacious 
protection  which  the  Act  of  Charles  II  afforded  to  the  internal 
com  grower,  the  value  of  wheat  became  fluctuating  to  a  degree 
that,  instead  of  never  varying  more  than  one-third,  which  had 
been  the  case  for  a  length  of  time,  it  was  in  some  years  mor» 
than  three  times  the  price  that  it  was  in  others;  whilst  the 
average  annual  value  not  only  increased,  but  we  ceased  to  be 
an  exporting  country;  and  betwixt  the  year  1765  and  the  year 
18 1  a  we  actually  imported,  exclusive  of  what  was  brought  from 
Ireland,  20,757,6122  quarters  of  grain,  and  of  meal  and  flour 
4»598,5^2  cwt.,  in  value  £57>5Hy3^o. 

Upon  the  return  of  peace  in  the  year  18 15,  fix)m  a  feeh'ng  of 
the  ruin  in  which  the  farmers  and  agriculturists  were  likely  to 
be  involved,  a  new  law,  afber  a  minute  investigation,  was  adopted 
in  relation  to  the  import  price  of  grain,  which  undoubtedly  gave 
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to  the  home  grower  a  more  formidable  protection  against  foreign 
importation  than  any  regulation  since  the  time  of  Charles  II ; 
and  if  allowance  is  made  for  the  alterations  which  unfortunately 
took  place  in  our  currency,  grain  has  from  that  time  been  fur- 
nished to  the  consumer  at  a  more  equal  and  certainly  at  a  more 
moderate  price  than  it  had  borne  for  many  years,  notwithstanding 
the  great  importation  that  had  taken  place  between  1765  and 
1812. 

Such  are  the  &kAb  from  which  we  are  disposed  to  infer  that 
it  is  highly  inexpedient  to  depend  on  foreigners  for  any  part  of 
our  supply  of  grain^  and  which  lead  us,  not  only  to  lament  that 
when  wheat  is  at  a  moderate  price  his  Majesty^s  government 
diould  indicate  a  disposition  again  to  rely  for  foreign  supply  for 
this  article  of  first  necessity,  but  to  feel  it  a  duty  to  object  to 
these  incipient  symptoms  of  such  a  design,  not  as  affecting  the 
landholders,  whose  interests  we  must  consider  as  subordinate,  but 
as  affecting  the  labourers  in  agriculture,  the  manufacturer,  and 
generally  the  consumers  of  grain,  who,  if  they  are  not  led  astray 
by  ignorant  and  designing  men,  desirous  of  momentary  popularity, 
must  from  past  experience  be  convinced,  that  though  they  may 
for  a  short  time  obtain  sustenance  at  a  lower  price,  yet  it  is  im- 
possible that  they  should  not  ultimately  suffer  severely  for  the 
temporary  advantage  they  acquire. 

For  the  labourers  in  agriculture  must,  on  a  moment^s  con- 
sideration, be  aware,  that  the  immediate  loss  to  the  farmer  will 
inevitably  throw  many  of  them  out  of  employment ;  and  the  small 
shopkeepers  throughout  the  country  districts  of  the  kingdom, 
the  best  and  surest  customers  of  our  manufacturers,  cannot  fail 
to  perceive,  that  if  the  labourers  in  agriculture  are  thrown  out 
of  work  the  demand  for  their  commodities  must  fearfully  diminish  ; 
whilst,  t^e  manufacturer,  who  well  knows  the  importance  of  the 
home  market^  both  in  extent  and  in  certainty  of  payment,  cannot 
but  anticipate  the  misery  in  which  they  will  ultimately  be  involved 
by  listening  to  those  who  in  truth  only  wish  to  obtain  momentary 
popularity,  by  persuading  them  to  sacrifice  their  permanent  welfare 
to  receive  a  little  temporary  enjoyment. 

With  these  views  of  the  fatal  consequences  of  the  measures  now 
proposed,  we  conceive  it  to  be  our  duty  most  seriously  to  deprecate 
these  the  first  efforts  towards  introduciDg  a  system  of  dependence 


16  PROTESTS.  A.D.  1826. 

on  foreigners  for  our  supply  of  grain,  which,  if  there  is  any  con- 
fidence to  be  reposed  in  the  experience  of  past  times,  must  lead  to 
national  calamity. 

It  is  therefore  in  the  name  of  all  the  great  interests  of  the 
nation,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  that  we  feel  it  a  duty  to 
enter  this  our  most  solemn  protest  against  renewing  a  system 
from  which  the  country  suffered  from  1765  to  181 2,  and,  above 
all,  against  abandoning  a  system,  which,  after  enduring  for  more 
than  nine  years,  produced  effects  so  beneficial,  that  his  Majesty, 
in  his  Speech  from  the  Throne  on  the  3rd  day  of  February,  1825, 
was  advised  to  declare,  'That  there  never  was  a  period  in  the 
history  of  this  country  when  all  the  great  interests  of  the  nation 
were  at  the  same  time  in  so  thriving  a  condition,  or  when  a  feeling 
of  content  and  satisfaction  was  more  widely  difi^ised  through  all 
classes  of  the  British  people.' 

Henry  Bromley,  Lord  Montfort. 

James  Maitland,  Lord  Lauderdale  (Earl  of  Lauderdale). 

James  St.  Clair  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 

Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

For  the  reasons  above  stated  against  the  passing  of  the  ware- 
housed Com  Bill. 

And  further,  because  the  Bill  delegates  to  the  ministers  of  the 
Crown  a  power  which  the  Constitution  has  placed  in  the  hands 
of  Parliament,  and  gives  to  a  few  individuals  arbitrary  influence 
over  the  profits  of  agriculture,  and  the  price  of  the  food  of  the 
people. 

Because  all  great  public  measures,  however  temporary  in  their 
legal  duration,  are  not  so  in  their  poUtical  effect,  and  it  is  the 
particular  tendency  of  this  measure,  by  the  additional  uncertainty 
it  must  introduce  into  the  com  trade,  and  the  viol^it  fluctuations 
of  price  consequent  upon  that  uncertainty,  to  create  a  necessity 
for  its  continuance  which  does  not  exist  for  its  adoption. 

Because  the  Bill,  proposed  on  the  ground,  not  of  existing  but 
of  future  possible  necessity,  affords  a  precedent  for  giving  to  the 
ministers  of  the  Crown  a  discretionary  power  of  suspending  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act,  or  any  other  law  most  essential  fb  the  liberty 
of  the  subject. 

Because  all  encroachments  of  arbitrary  power  have  thus  been 
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eflbcted  under  the  semblance  of  public  benefit,  and  often  with 
the  acquiescence  of  a  deluded  people ;  but  it  is  the  duty  of  those 
who  see  the  real  nature  of  this  measure  solemnly  to  protest  against 
the  passing  of  a  Bill  which  will  be  as  injurious  to  the  true  interests 
of  all  dasses  of  the  community  as  it  is  contrary  to  the  acknowledged 
principles  of  the  Constitution. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  EUenboroiigli. 
Edward  Henry  Pery,  Earl  of  Limerick. 
Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 
Henry  Brondey,  Lord  Hontfort. 
John  Dutton,  Lord  Sherborne. 

As  before,  a  line  is  drawn  through  Lord  Teynham's  nam£. 


DCXXII,  DCXXIII. 

JuKB  28,  1827. 

By  7  and  8  Oeorge  IV,  cap.  57,  permission  was  again  accorded  to 
take  oat  of  bond  up  to  the  ist  of  May,  1828,  and  under  temporary 
duties  ranging  from  228,  8i.  to  i«.,  foreign  com  for  home  consumption. 
On  a  third  reading  the  following  protests  were  entered. 

ist^  Because  the  existing  com  law  would,  by  the  proposed 
measure,  be  infringed,  as  has  been  done  on  former  occasions^ 
without  any  plausible  pretext,  and  in  a  manner  that  must  very 
justly  as  well  as  very  generally  excite  the  distrust  and  discontent 
of  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land. 

2ndly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  withdraw  from  them 
the  protection  which  was  wisely  and  properly  granted  to  them 
by  the  existing  com  law^  and  would  thus  violate  their  rights 
iod  endanger  the  security  of  their  properties. 

3rdly,  Because  the  prices  at  which  wheat  is  now  and  has  for 
many  months  past  been  sold  in  this  country  are  very  low,  and 
are  not  sach  as  indicate  a  deficiency  of  produce,  nor  such  as  would 
require  the  introduction  into  the  markets  of  a  large  quantity  of 
bonded  wheat. 

4ihly,  Because  the  sale  of  that  bonded  wheat  (some  of  which 
was  imported  at  prices  that  were  lower  by  one-half  than  those 
which  were  obtained  at  the  same  time  by  the  growers  of  wheat 
in  this  country)  might  very  much  tend  to  depress  the  markets 
at  home,  and  would  thus,  with  manifest  injustice,  inflict  great 

VOL.  m,  c 
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injury  upon  the  agricultural,  and  consequently  upon  all  other 
classes  of  the  community. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

James  Edwaixl  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

Charles  William  Stewart  Vane,  Marquis  of  Londonderry. 

James  Brownlow  William  Gkscoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury, 

Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Henry  Francis  Boper  Curzon,  Lord  Teynham. 

William  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

John  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Charles  Abbot,  Lord  Colchester. 

John  Cust,  Earl  Brownlow. 

James  Maitlaod,  Lord  Lauderdale  (Earl  of  Lauderdale). 

James  Walter  Grimstoo,  Earl  of  VerulauL 

1st,  Because  the  experience  of  the  world  has  shewn  that  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil  has  been  the  source  of  the  prosperity  of 
every  country,  and  that  continual  importation  of  foreign  com 
has  had  generally  the  e£Pect  of  discouraging,  and  consequently 
of  diminishing,  the  agricultural  produce  of  those  countries  in  which 
such  importation  has  been  unnecessarily  permitted. 

2hdly,  Because  the  policy  adopted  by  our  ancestors,  in  framing 
laws  respecting  the  importation  of  foreign  com,  was  founded  on 
such  experience,  and  therefore  allowing  the  importation  of  foreign 
com,  for  the  purpose  only  of  supplying  any  accidental  deficiency 
in  the  p1x)duce  of  the  country,  for  the  consumption  of  its  inhabitants^ 
and  generally  excluding  foreign  com  from  the  home  market ;  and 
this  policy  has  had  the  effect  of  encouraging  the  extended  cul- 
tivation of  the  country,  and  supplying  increased  consumption^ 
arising  firom  increased  population  and  increased  luxury ;  and  every 
measure  which  has  been  from  time  to  time  adopted,  encouraging^ 
generally  the  importation  of  foreign  com,  has  had  a  necessary 
tendency  to  discourage  cultivation,  and  thereby  to  render  the 
produce  of  the  country  insufficient  for  the  support  of  its  inhabi- 
tants. 

3rdly,  Because  it  has  not  been  pretended  by  the  supporters  of 
this  Bill,  that  there  is  at  this  time  any  such  deficiency  in  the 
produce  of  the  country  as  to  require  a  general  supply  of  foreign 
produce  for  the  subsistence  of  the  people ;  and  especially  that  there 
is  any  such  deficiency  in  the  produce  of  wheat,  the  most  important 
article  in  the  supply  of  food  for  the  inhabitants  of  the  country  ; 
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and  if  there  existed  any  partial  deficienqr  in  the  supply  of  any 
particular  article  not  so  essential  to  the  supply  of  food  for  the 
inhabitants,  such  partial  deficiency  might  have  been  provided  for 
by  allowing  the  partial  importation  of  such  particular  article; 
and  it  is  therefore  manifest  that  the  object  in  view  is  not  to 
reUeve  any  distress  which  might  have  been  occasioned  by  a  tem- 
porary fiiilure  of  every  species  of  home-grown  com^  but  to  sanction 
a  principle  of  legislation  different  from  that  on  which  the  ancient 
laws  were  founded,  and  by  the  adoption  of  that  new  principle 
in  this  instance,  to  sanction  the  constant  and  general  importation 
of  foreign  com,  without  regard  to  any  deficiency  or  redundancy 
of  Uie  home  produce. 

4thly,  Because  the  Bill  must  be  considered  as  founded  on  the 
same  principle  on  which  a  Bill  still  depending,  but  apparently 
abandoned  by  its  original  supporters,  was  founded,  intituled^  '  An 
Act  for  granting  duties  of  customs  on  com^'  which  would,  if 
adopted^  have  created  a  new  revenue  in  the  nature  of  a  partial 
land  tax,  operating  directly  and  exclusively  on  the  tillage  lands 
of  tiie  country;  whereas,  if  it  should  be  deemed  proper  that  a 
new  tax  should  be  imposed  on  revenue  derived  from  land,  such 
tax  ought  in  justice  to  be  imposed  on  all  revenue  derived  from 
land,  by  means  of  mines,  manufactories,  and  other  buildings^ 
wharfs,  docks,  navigations,  railways,  or  otherwise ;  and  if  a  general 
tax  on  revenue  ought  to  be  imposed^  the  same  ought  to  include 
levenne  of  every  description,  and  not  be  partially  and  oppres- 
sively imposed  on  revenue  derived  from  the  produce  of  com  only, 
already  more  heavily  burthened  than  revenue  derived  from  any 
other  source. 

5tiily,  Because,  although  it  has  been  pretended  that  the  constant 
importation  of  foreign  com  would  tend  to  produce  at  all  times 
more  equal  prices  in  the  home  market  for  each  species  of  com, 
whatever  inequality  in  production  might  happen  from  un&vour- 
able  seasons  or  other  causes^  it  is  evident,  from  accounts  which 
have  been  laid  before  the  House  respecting  the  prices  of  com 
both  in  this  country  and  in  many  other  countries,  that  unequal 
seasons  have  everywhere  produced  unequal  prices,  and  in  a  greater 
degree  in  many  countries,  in  which  the  importation  of  foreign 
c<»m  has  been  constant,  than  in  those  in  which  such  importation 
has  not  commonly  taken  place ;  and  it  also  appears  that  in  this 
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<jountry  the  prices  of  com  have  been  generally  most  equal  when 
the  home  market  has  sufiFered  least  interference  by  the  importation 
of  foreign  produce,  and  such  prices  have  been  subject-  to  the 
greatest  variations  when  the  importation  of  foreign  com  has  been 
greatest;  and  as  the  prices  of  com  in  this  country  must  at  all 
times  principally  depend  on  the  production  of  the  country  in 
proportion  to  the  consumption,  (unless  by  destroying  or  greatly 
injuring  its  cultivation  the  country  can  be  made  wholly  or  in  a 
great  degree  dependent  on  the  production  of  foreign  countries 
for  the  subsistence  of  its  population,)  every  measure  tending  to 
injure  the  cultivation  of  the  country,  and  consequently  to  diminish 
its  produce,  must  tend  to  increase  rather  than  to  diminish  those 
variations  in  price  which  are  the  unavoidable  effects  in  every 
country  of  favourable  and  unfavourable  seasons,  or  of  increased 
or  diminished  cultivation^  the  first  being  beyond  the  power  of 
human  controul,  and  the  latter  being  a  necessary  consequence  of 
encouraging  vr  discouraging  cultivation,  the  effect  of  importation 
of  foreign  com,  if  brought  into  home  consumption,  necessarily 
being  to  drive  out  of  the  market  an  equal  quantity  of  home-grown 
com,  whenever  the  quantity  of  home-grown  com  is  sufficient  for 
the  consumption  of  the  country,  which  is  clearly  demonstrated 
by  the  effect  produced  by  the  impoi*tation  of  foreign  wool,  in 
consequence  of  which  the  home  growers  of  wool  have  now  on  their 
hands  vast  quantities  of  home-grown  wool,  which  are  wholly  useless, 
in  their  stores. 

6thly,  Because  this  Bill  appears  to  be  part  of  a  system  of 
measures  tending  more  immediately  to  injure  the  cultivation  of  the 
country,  by  allowing  unrestrained  importation  of  various  articles 
of  the  agricultural  produce  of  other  countries,  to  the  injury  of 
the  produce  of  this  country,  and  particularly  by  the  importation 
of  foreign  wool,  hides,  skins,  tallow,  butter,  cheese,  and  other 
articles  connected  with  the  cultivation  of  com,  and  on  the  profit 
derived  from  which  the  repayment  of  the  expense  of  the  cultivation 
of  land  for  the  production  of  corn,  and  consequently  the  just 
price  of  home-grown  com,  must  in  a  considerable  degree  depend. 

7thly,  Because,  if  the  object  of  the  Bill  had  been  to  relieve 
the  necessities  of  the  country,  and  not  to  encourage  speculation, 
the  rate  of  duties  ought  to  have  been  differently  constituted,  and 
particularly  the  rate  of  duty  imposed  when  the  average  price  of 
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wheat  shonld  be  62i.  and  under  6^8.  the  quarter  should  not  have 
been  dimiDished  until  the  average  had  risen  much  higher,  inasmuch 
as  the  rapid  diminution  of  duty  must  tend  to  encourage  the  with- 
holding corn  from  the  market,  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the 
average  price,  and  thus  lowering  the  duty. 

8thly,  Because  by  the  statute  of  the  fifteenth  year  of  King  Edward 
II  it  is  declared,  *  that  all  matters  to  be  established  for  the  estate 
of  the  King  and  of  his  heirs,  and  for  the  estate  of  the  Realm  and 
of  the  people,  ought  to  be  treated,  accorded  and  established  in 
Parliaments  by  the  King,  and  by  the  assent  of  the  Prelates,  Earls 
and  Barons^  and  the  commonalty  of  the  realm,  according  as  it 
had  been  before  accustomed ;'  and  the  manifest  tendency  of  the 
principle  on  which  this  Bill,  and  various  other  measures  proposed, 
have  been  founded,  is  to  destroy  the  balance  of  the  ancient  Con- 
stitntion  of  Government  so  declared,  and  by  destroying  that 
balance  to  place  the  government,  even  should  it  retain  its  ancient 
form^  under  the  predominant  controul  of  a  commercial  republick. 

John  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Charles  Abbot,  Lord  Colchester. 

James  Maitland,  Lord  Lauderdale  (Earl  of  Lauderdale). 

DCXXIV. 

April  17,  1828. 

The  Corporation  and  Test  Acts  Repeal  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  this 
day  and  committed.  The  Bill  was  introduced  by  Lord  Holland, — see 
Hansard,  New  Series,  vol.  xviii,  p.  1450.  The  Act  did  away  with  the 
necessity  of  taking  the  Sacrament  as  a  qualification  for  office  (9  George 
IV,  cap.  17),  but  it  imposed  a  declaration  obliging  such  persons  as  took 
office  to  pledge  themselves  not  to  use  their  authority  so  as  to  injure  or 
weaken  the  Protestant  Church. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

Because  we  think  this  Bill  proceeds  upon  the  alleged  expediency 
of  repealing  the  Sacramental  Test,  for  the  purpose  of  substituting, 
as  a  security  for  the  support  of  the  Established  Church,  (which  is 
an  essential  part  of  the  constitution  of  the  State,)  nothing  but  a 
declaration  as  to  corporate  offices  which  may  be  made  by  persons 
not  Protestants,  and  not  even  Christians  ;  and  because  also  it  does 
not  render  necessary  even  such  a  declaration  to  be  made  by  any  per- 
8(m8  accepting  offices  and  places  of  trust,  but  leaves  it  wholly  in  the 
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power  of  the  Crown  to  require  or  not  to  require  it  to  be  made  by 
any  such  persons. 

John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 

Qeorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Eenyon. 

John  Gust,  Earl  Brownlow. 

George  De  Grey,  Lord  Walaingham. 

George  Lrby,  Lord  Boston. 

John  Reginald  Beauchamp  Pyndar,  Earl  Beauohamp. 

James  Edward  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  Falmouth. 

Richard  William  Fenn  Assheton  Curzon  Howe,  Earl  Howe. 

William  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 


DCXXV. 

Apbil  25,  1828. 

In  the  Test  and  Corporation  Repeal  Act,  the  words  '  on  the  true  feith 
of  a  Christian '  were  introduced  in  committee  on  the  Bill,  by  the  Bishop 
of  Llandaff  (Edward  Coplestone),  on  the  2  ist  of  April.  This  addition  was 
agreed  to  without  a  division,  though  strongly  objected  to  by  Lord  Holland. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  the  introduction  of  the  words  'upon  the  true  faith 
of  a  Christian '  implies  an  opinion  in  which  I  cannot  conscien- 
tiously concur,  namely,  that  a  particular  fiuth  in  matters  of  religion 
is  necessary  to  the  proper  discharge  of  duties  purely  political  or 
temporal. 

andly,  Because  it  appears  from  two  Acts,  the  one  passed  in  the 
10th  year  of  George  I,  cap.  4,  and  the  other  in  the  13th  year  of 
George  II,  cap.  7,  that  the  words  *  upon  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian,' occurring  in  the  Oath  of  Abjuration,  have  been  dispensed 
with  in  cases  which  were  found  not  to  be  within  the  spirit  and 
scope  of  the  original  law ;  and  it  seems  to  me  inexpedient  to  intro- 
duce unnecessarily  into  a  declaration  of  this  nature,  a  form  of 
words  which  experience  has  shewn  may  produce  effects  not  con- 
templated by  those  who  impose  it. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  HollanGL 

Edward  Harbord,  Lord  SuffielcL 

George  Capel,  EaH  of  Essex. 

Henry  Welbore  Ellis,  Lord  Mendip  (Viscount  Clifden). 

Thomas  Brand,  Loi^  Daore. 
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AugOBius   Frederic   Fitzgerald,    YiBcount   Leinster    (Duke  of 

Leinster). 
John  George  Lambton,  Lord  Durham. 
John  Bligh,  Lord  Clifton  (Earl  of  Darnley). 


DCXXVI,  DCXXVIL 

Afbil  28,  1824. 

On  the  third  reading  of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts  an  attempt 
was  made  to  alter  the  Bill  by  relieving  persons  who  declared  themselyes 
membere  of  the  Church  of  England  from  the  declaration.  The  motion 
was  rejected. 

The  following  protests  were  entered  on  the  third  reading. 

ist,  Because  if  it  is  expedient  that  so  much  of  the  Acts  recited 
in  the  Bill  as  imposes  the  necessitj  of  receiving  the  sacrament  of 
flie  Lord's  Supper  as  a  test  that  the  party  receiving  it  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Established  Church  should  be  repealed,  some  efiTectual 
provision  ought  to  have  been  made  by  this  BiU  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  that  the  persons  who  are  to  be  placed  in  offices  or  em- 
ployments are  Protestants  and  members  of  the  Established  (Iliurch^ 
to  the  intent  to  preserve  the  Constitution  as  it  has  been  formed  by 
Hie  union  of  the  Established  Church  with  the  State ;  and  because 
the  Bill  not  only  makes  no  such  provision,  but  creates  only  the 
necessity  of  making  a  declaration,  which  may  be  made  by  persons 
not  even  Protestants,  and  by  persons  denying  some  of  the  funda- 
mental doctrines  of  Christianity  as  maintained  in  the  Established 
Church,  as  to  which  Church  it  has  been  declared  by  law,  at  the  time 
of  the  union  with  Scotland,  not  only  that  the  doctrine,  worship, 
discipline  and  government  thereof,  but  that  the  true  Protestant 
religion  professed  and  established  in  the  Church  of  England,  should 
be  effectually  and  unalterably  secured. 

2ndly^  Because,  it  having  been  all^^  in  the  debates  upon  this 
Bill,  referring  to  the  petitions  which  have  been  presented  to  the 
House,  that  persons  cannot  with  due  regard  to  liberty  of  con- 
science be  precluded  from  holding  offices  in  the  State  on  account 
of  their  religious  persuasions,  we  think  it  necessary  to  declare^  that 
although  every  person  ought  to  be  at  liberty  to  worship  God 
sooording  as  his  conscience  may  dictate,  doing  no  injury  to  the 
State^  we  cannot  admit  that  to  the  enjoyment  of  that  liberty, 
rightly  understood,  it  is  necessary  that  those  persons  who  only 
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profess  that  they  will  not  in  the  exercise  of  any  power,  authority,  or 
influence  which  they  may  possess  by  virtue  of  oflSce,  injure,  weaken 
or  disturb  the  Church,  should  be  considered  as  equally  eligible  to 
offices  in  the  State  as  those  who  are  members  of  the  Church 
connected  and  united  with  the  State ;  it  being  moreover  very 
possible  that  acts  done  by  persons  making  such  profession,  which 
acts  may  disturb,  weaken  or  injure  the  Established  Church,  may  be 
acts  which  such  persons  might  deem  it  their  bounden  duty  to  have 
done  if  they  had  not  been  placed  in  office,  and  which  therefore  it 
might  be  unreasonable  to  consider  as  acts  done  by  virtue  of  their 
office. 

3rdly,  Because  we  think  that  whilst  the  State  ought  to  secure  to 
all  who  do  not  disturb  the  public  peace  complete  liberty  of  con- 
science, it  is  perfectly  consistent  with  such  duty  of  the  State  to 
determine  by  what  persons,  subjects  of  it,  the  offices  of  State  should 
be  executed. 

4thly,  Because  it  seems  to  us  much  more  probable  that  that 
peace  which  by  the  laws  in  being  respecting  the  Church  Establish- 
ment, and  the  toleration  of  those  who  dissent  from  it,  has  so  long 
been  enjoyed  in  this  realm,  notwithstanding  all  differences  as  to 
religious  persuasions,  should  continue  undisturbed  if  this  Bill  had 
been  rejected,  than  it  is  that  it  should  continue  to  be  enjoyed  after 
this  Bill  is  passed  into  a  law. 

5thly,  Because  we  think  that  the  Bills  of  Indemnity  which  have 
been  for  some  time  annually  passed,  whilst  they  from  time  to  time 
confirmed  the  policy  of  having  some  test  as  to  the  religious  opinions 
of  those  who  are  to  hold  civil  offices,  did  at  the  same  time  suffi- 
ciently relieve  those  who  dissented  &om  the  Established  Church ; 
and  though  it  seems  to  have  been  thought  and  assumed  in  debate 
that  if  this  Bill  passed  into  a  law  annual  Bills  of  Indemnity  would 
no  longer  be  necessary,  we  conceive  that  experience  will  prove  that 
such  opinion  is  founded  in  error. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

George   William    Finch    Hatton,   Earl    of   Windhilaea   aod 

NottinghanL 
George  De  Grey,  Lord  Walaingham. 
John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Eenyon. 
Charles  Duncombe^  Lord  Feversham. 
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John  Gust,  Earl  Brownlow. 
William  Murray,  Earl  of  MansfleldL 
Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  FalmoutlL 

ist^  Because  by  the  law  of  the  land,  and  especially  by  the  solemn 
contracts  made  on  the  union  of  England  and  Scotland,  and  on  the 
union  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  the  United  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland,  and  the  Church  of  Scotland,  as  established  by  law,  are 
parts  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Government  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;  and  it  is  declared  that  the  doctrine,  worship,  discipline  and 
government  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  as  so 
esstablishedy  shall  be  and  shall  remain  in  full  force  for  ever,  and  the 
continuance  and  preservation  of  the  said  United  Church,  as  the 
Established  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  shall  be  deemed  and 
taken  to  be  a  fundamental  part  of  the  union  of  Ghreat  Britain  and 
Ireland. 

andly.  Because  the  Sovereign  on  the  Throne  of  the  United  King- 
dom is  by  law  required  to  be  a  member  of  such  Established  Church, 
and  to  do  all  in  his  power  to  maintain  that  Church,  as  well  as  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  and  the  ministers  of  both  of  those  churches,  in 
all  their  rights  and  privileges. 

3rdly,  Because  this  Bill  has  a  direct  tendency  to  the  subversion 

of  the  Established  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  to  compel 

the  Sovereign  on  the  Throne  to  adopt  measures  inconsistent  with 

the  safety  of  that  Church,  inasmuch  as  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to 

give  increased  political  power  in  the  State  to  persons  hostile  to  the 

doctrine,  worship,  discipline,  and  government  of  the  said  Church  as 

now  by  law  established  ;  and  the  experience  of  all  times  has  shewn 

that  no  institution  of  Government  can  long  subsist  in  any  State, 

unless  supported  by  the  predominance  of  political  power  vested  in 

those  who  are  friendly  to  that  institution  ;  and  this  has  been  fully 

proved  in  this  country  by  long  experience,  and  particularly  in  the 

reign  of  King  Charles  the  First,  when  the  predominance  of  political 

power  in  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  of  England  having  been 

obtained  by  persons  hostile  to  the  Church  of  England  as  then  esta- 

Uished  by  law,  the  King  was  compelled  by  the  influence  of  that 

power,  in  breach  of  his  coronation  oath,  to  give  his  royal  assent  to  a 

Bill,  intituled,  *  An  Act  for  disenabling  all  persons  in  Holy  Orders 

to  exercise  any  temporal  authority ;'  and  whereby  it  was  enacted, 

that  no  archbishop  or  bishop,  or  other  person  who  then  was  or 
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thereafter  should  be  in  Holy  Orders,  should  have  any  seat  or  place, 
sufirage  or  voice,  or  use  or  execute  any  power  or  authority  in  the 
Parliaments  of  the  realm,  nor  should  be  of  the  Privy  Council  of 
im  Majesty,  his  heirs  or  successors,  or  justice  of  the  peace  of  oyer 
and  terminer  or  gaol  delivery,  or  execute  any  temporal  authority 
by  virtue  of  any  commission,  but  should  be  wholly  disabled  and  be 
incapable  to  have,  receive,  use,  or  execute  any  of  the  said  offices^ 
places,  powers,  authorities,  and  things  aforesaid  ;  and  the  persons 
hostile  to  the  said  Established  Church  of  England  who  framed  the 
said  Act,  and  compelled  the  King  to  give  his  assent  thereto,  after- 
wards assuming  to  themselves  the  whole  powers  of  the  State,  l^s- 
lative  and  executive,  by  the  appellation  of  the  Lords  and  Commons 
assembled  in  Parliament,  did  by  their  ordinance,  to  which  they 
attributed  the  force  and  effect  of  law,  declare  and  resolve,  *  That 
the  then  Church  Government  by  archbishops,  bishops,  their  chan- 
cellors, commissaries,  deans,  deans  and  chapters,  archdeacons,  and 
other  ecclesiastical  officers,  depending  upon  the  hierarchy,  was  an 
evil,  and  justly  offensive  and  burthensome  to  the  Kingdom,  a  great 
impediment  to  reformation  and  growth  of  religion,  and  very  preju- 
dicial to  the  State  and  Government  of  the  Kingdom  ;  and  that  there- 
fore they  were  resolved  that  the  same  should  be  taken  away,  and  that 
such  a  government  should  be  settled  in  the  Church  as  might  be 
most  agreeable  to  God's  Holy  Word,  and  most  apt  to  procure  and 
preserve  the  peace  of  the  Church  at  home,  and  nearer  agreement 
with  the  Church  of  Scotland  ;'  the  Lords  and  Commons  then  sitting 
as  in  Parliament,  and  who  thus  assumed  sovereign  authority,  being 
then  in  alliance  with  the  members  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  who 
had  invaded  England  with  a  hostile  army;  and  the  persons  bo 
assuming  the  sovereign  authority  did  afberwards,  in  pursuance  of 
such  ordinance,  make  a  further  ordinance  in  the  year  1646,  abolish- 
ing the  name  and  title  of  archbishops  and  bishops,  and  vesting  the 
rights  and  properties  of  the  archbishops  and  bishops  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  trustees,  subject  to  such  trusts  and  confidence  as  the 
persons  then  pretending  to  be  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  should 
appoint ;  and  the  same  persons  by  various  ordinances  assumed  and 
exercised  the  power  of  directing  the  public  worship  in  all  churches 
and  chapels,  according  to  forms  established  by  them,  and  of  forbid- 
ding all  persons  to  preach  except  ministers  ordained  according  to 
their  ordinance,  and  except  persons  allowed  by  themselves,  under 
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the  denomination  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament ;  and  afterwards 
certain  p^-sons  stiling  themselves  the  Commons  of  England,  and 
asBoming  to  themselves,  exclnsive  of  the  Peers  of  the  realm,  powers 
which,  by  the  ancient  law  of  the  realm,  were  vested  only  in  the 
Eang,  Lords  and  Commons  in  Parliament  assembled,  did  proceed  to 
ordain  that  the  ofiBce  of  a  King  in  this  nation  should  not  thence- 
forth reside  in  one  person^  and  that  the  nation  should  be  governed 
by  its  representatives  or  national  meetings  in  council,  in  the  way 
of  a  common  wealth ;  and  did  further  declare^  that  the  House  of 
Lords  was  useless  and  dangerous  to  the  people  of  England,  and 
ordained  that  such  House  should  be  abolished ;  and  afterwards  other 
persons  differing  in  religious  opinions  &om  those  who  had  thus 
assumed  the  whole  powers  of  the  State,  but  adverse  also  to  the 
Church  of  England  as  before  by  law  established,  having  obtained 
political  power  superior  to  the  political  power  before  enjoyed  by 
those  who  had  before  assumed  all  the  powers  of  the  State,  did  create 
a  new  form  of  (Government,  placing  at  the  head  thereof  a  Lord 
Protector ;  and  thus  from  time  to  time,  according  to  the  prevalence 
of  political  power  in  the  hands  of  different  persons  of  different 
religions  opinions,  the  country  was  involved  in  confusion  for  many 
years ;  such  transactions  proving  most  clearly,  that  the  peace  of 
this  country  importantly  depends  on  the  existence  of  superior 
political  power  in  those  who  are  friendly  to  the  Church  established 
by  law,  and  that  giving  political  power  to  those  whose  religious 
opinions  are  hostile  to  the  Established  Church  must  tend  to  en- 
danger that  establishment,  and  the  peace  of  the  realm^  and  finally 
may  overthrow  the  ancient  form  of  Government  now  happily 
established  by  law. 

4thly,  That  the  laws  sought  to  be  repealed  were  expressly  made 
to  avoid  similar  destructions  in  the  State,  by  excluding  from  certain 
offices,  giving  political  power,  persons  holding  religious  opinions 
hostile  to  the  Established  Church  ;  and  such  laws  were  so  made  for 
the  protection  of  such  Churchy  and  consequent  preservation  of  the 
public  peace,  and  were  the  result  of  the  experience  of  those  who 
framed  those  laws,  of  the  danger  of  entrusting  political  power  to 
persons  hostile  to  the  Established  Church. 

5thly,  Because  political  power  is  the  creature  of  political  institu- 
tions, and  when  in  any  country  political  institutions  forming  the 
Government  of  the  country  have  been  established^  every  alteration 
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in  those  institutions,  departing  in  principle  from  the  institutions 
before  adopted^  and  tending  to  change  the  balance  of  political  power 
in  the  State,  is  so  far  a  revolution  in  the  government  of  the  State, 
and  maj^  in  proportion  to  the  extent  of  the  change  made,  tend  to 
produce  further  revolution  in  the  State;  and  therefore  changes 
which  may  appear  not  to  be  in  themselves  of  considerable  import- 
ance, may  by  their  efiects  produce  such  further  changes  as  may 
finally  overthrow  the  whole  constitution  of  the  State. 

6thly,  Because  the  perpetual  endurance  of  the  United  Church  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  being  by  solemn  contracts  a  fundamental 
law  of  the  State,  those  who  on  the  ground  of  religious  opinions 
refuse  to  submit  to  the  laws  made  for  the  preservation  of  that 
Church,  might  with  equal  propriety  allege  religious  opinions  as 
warranting  them  in  refusing  to  acknowledge  the  authority  by 
which  the  perpetual  endurance  of  that  Church  has  been  made  a 
fundamental  law  of  the  State,  or  in  refusing  to  acknowledge  the 
title  of  the  King  on  the  Throne,  and  of  a  Parliament  convened  by 
him,  on  the  ground  of  hereditary  right  to  the  Throne,  which  they 
may  suppose  to  be  vested  in  the  heir  of  the  body  of  King  James 
the  First. 

7thly,  Because  as  long  as  religious  or  political  opinions  influence 
the  minds  of  men,  so  as  to  render  them  hostile  to  any  of  the  exist- 
ing establishments  of  a  State,  such  men  cannot  be  truly  loyal  sub- 
jects of  that  State  to  the  establishments  of  which  they  are  so 
hostile,  and  cannot  therefore  be  safely  trusted  with  political  power, 
by  means  of  which  they  may  disturb  the  tranquillity  of  the  State, 
and  endeavour  to  overturn  any  of  its  political  institutions,  placed 
by  the  law  of  the  State  under  the  protection  and  controul  of  its 
Government. 

Sthly,  Because  congregations  of  persons  dissenting  from  the 
Established  Church,  but  professing  to  be  of  some  particular  deno- 
mination of  Christians^  form,  by  their  union  under  such  denomina- 
tion, a  body  which  is  in  effect  a  corporation,  but  a  corporation  not 
regulated  by  law,  nor  as  a  body  under  the  controul  of  the  law,  and 
yet  professing  in  a  great  degree  the  influence  and  power  of  a  cor- 
poration authorized  and  regulated  by  law,  and  capable  of  acting 
with  a  power  which  does  not  belong  to  individuals,  or  even  to 
the  same  number  of  persons  not  so  associated ;  and  the  union  ot 
many  such  bodies,  however  differing  from  each  other  in  matters  of 


A  J),  1828.  PROTESTS.  29 

&ith  or  discipline,  may  form  a  power  in  the  State  highly  dangerous 
not  only  to  the  Established  Church  but  also  to  the  general  peace 
and  good  order  of  the  State,  especially  if  urged  by  religious 
zeal  to  desire  any  change  in  the  established  religion,  or  in  the 
doctrines  and  discipline  thereof,  which  may  tend  to  the  overthrow 
of  the  established  government,  and  breach  of  the  solemn  contracts 
entered  into  on  the  union  of  England  and  Scotland,  and  the  union 
of  Grreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  contracts  which  every  loyal  subject  of 
the  Crown  is  bound  to  maintain,  and  which  the  Prince  on  the 
Throne  cannot  consent  to  violate  without  a  breach  of  his  corona- 
tion oath. 

John  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
Qeorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Eenyon. 


DCXXVIII. 

Mat  1,  1828. 

On  this  day  Lord  Damley  moved  for  a  Committee  to  enquire  into  the 
state  of  the  distressed  population  of  Ireland.  His  speech  on  .the  subject 
18  in  Hansard,  vol.  xix,  New  Series,  p.  239.  He  was  opposed  by  Lord 
limerick  (who  charged  Lord  Damley  with  a  wish  to  introduce  the  Poor 
Laws  into  Ireland),  Lord  Lorton,  and  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  The 
motion  was  not  pressed. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

Because  it  has  been  asserted  in  debate,  and  offered  to  be  proved 
on  oath,  that  in  consequence  of  the  want  of  any  adequate  provision 
in  Ireland  for  the  relief  of  the  impotent  and  sick  poor,  many  such 
do  actually  perish  in  the  streets  and  highways ;  it  therefore  appears 
to  me  to  have  been  the  indispensable  duty  of  the  House  to  institute 
the  proposed  inquiry. 

John  Bligh,  Lord  Clifton  (Earl  of  Damley). 

.     DCXXIX— DCXXXL 

June  13,  1828. 

The  Com  Law  Importation  Act,  9  George  III,  cap.  60,  contains  forty- 
eight  clauses,  and  an  elaborate  sliding  scale  of  duties,  from  259.  8(2.  at 
628^  increasing  by  a  shilling  for  every  shilling  less,  down  to  is,,  when 
wheat  is  at  73^.,  barley  13s.  loc^.  at  339.,  with  a  shilling  to  la,  at  41^. 
&c     The  duties  on  colonial  com  are  5«.  up  to  679.  and  6d,  a  quarter 
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above ;  28.  6d.  and  6d,  for  barley  at  34^.  or  above,  &c.  The  Bake  of 
Wellington  introduced  the  Bill,  and  moved  its  second  reading,  which  was 
carried  by  86  to  67. 

The  following  protests  were  entered. 

1st,  Because  the  principle  of  the  existing  Com  Law^  by  which 
foreign  corn  is  excluded  from  the  markets  of  this  country  until  the 
average  price  indicates  a  deficiency  of  the  produce,  is  wise  and 
beneficial,  and,  by  affording  protection  to  the  cultivation  of  the 
soil,  tendd  to  secure  an  abundant  supply  of  its  produce  at  as  low  a 
price  as  is  practicable  under  those  burthens  which  press  so  heavily 
upon  this  country. 

andly.  Because  the  new  system  which  it  is  now  proposed  to 
substitute  for  the  former,  and  which  would  allow  foreign  com  to 
be  bonded  at  all  times  without  payment  of  any  duty,  and  to  be 
brought  at  fluctuating  rates  of  duty  into  the  markets  of  this  country, 
is  dangerous  in  its  principle,  and  might  give  rise  to  mischievous 
speculations^  and  would  by  the  uncertainty  of  its  operation  destroy 
the  confidence  and  security  of  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land. 

3rdly,  Because  such  a  system  discourages  British  agriculture^ 
and  thus  leads  to  an  extensive  and  habitual  dependance  upon 
foreign  nations  for  the  supply  of  the  first  necessaries  of  life ;  and 
such  dependance  is  neither  salutary  nor  safe,  and  mighty  in  the 
event  of  war  or  of  unfavourable  seasons^  expose  this  country  to  all 
the  horrors  and  calamities  of  actual  famine. 

4thly,  Because  the  same  system  which  last  year  was  carried  into 
execution  for  a  limited  period^  and  under  which  561^393  quarters  of 
wheat  were  admitted  for  home  consumption,  was  found  by  experi- 
ence to  produce  evils  that  were  not  apprehended  by  those  who 
recommended  its  adoption,  and  to  create  severe  distress  in  many 
districts,  by  lowering  very  materially  the  average  price  of  wheat, 
which  had  not  for  some  months  preceding  afforded  a  due  remuner- 
ation to  the  cultivator. 

5thly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  was  not  accompanied  by  any 
Parliamentary  enquiry  upon  the  remunerating  prices  of  different 
districts  with  reference  to  the  expenses  of  cultivation,  and  to  the 
various  public  burthens  which  are  imposed  exclusively  upon  land^ 
although  such  an  investigation  was  indispensably  requisite  from 
every  consideration  of  justice  towards  all  the  classes  whose  rights 
and  interests  are  affected. 
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6thly,  Because  a  vast  number  of  agricoltaral  labourers  might  by 
the  proposed  measure  be  deprived  of  the  means  of  exerting  their 
honest  industry,  and  of  providing  for  their  independant  support, 
and  driven  to  seek  a  scanty  and  degrading  subsistence  from  the 
poor's  rates,  which  have  abeady  become  so  burthensome  from  the 
want  of  sufficient  employment  for  a  rapidly  increasing  popu- 
lation. 

7thly,  Because  it  is  requisite  for  the  interests  of  Ireland,  of 
which  the  com  has  for  some  years  past  been  exported  in  very  large 
qnantities  to  Great  Britain^  that  they  should  not  be  injured  by  an 
unequal  competition  with  foreign  grain. 

8thly,  Because  the  interests  of  the  manu£Eu^turers  might  be  ex- 
tremely injured  by  the  proposed  measure,  as  it  might  diminish  to 
an  immense  extent  the  consumption  of  the  home  market,  which 
purchases  manufactured  goods  to  the  amount  of  four-fifbhs  of  the 
whole  quantity  that  is  produced, 

9thly,  Because  large  purchases  of  foreign  com  might  take  place 
under  the  proposed  measure^  without  extending  the  export  trade  of 
the  country,  which  might  be  drained  of  specie,  by  purchasing  in 
htjrge  quantities  articles  which  it  can  itself  produce,  and  which  it 
cannot  cease  to  produce  without  injury  to  many  branches  of  its  own 
industry,  and  without  injustice  to  those  who  are  engaged  in  them. 

lothly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  might  very  greatly  an4 
very  unjustly  increase  the  pressure  of  all  the  existing  taxes  and 
other  burthens  to  which  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land  are  now 
subject,  and  which  are  already  more  onerous  than  they  were  to- 
wards the  close  of  the  late  war,  and  by  considerably  reducing  their 
means  of  paying  taxes  might  injure  the  public  revenue,  and  render 
precarious,  if  not  impossible,  the  payment  of  the  public  creditors. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

James  Maitland,  Lord  Lauderdale  (Earl  of  Lauderdale). 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Eenyon. 

James  Edward  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

ist^  Because  the  Bill  imposing  high  and  most  unreasonable 
duties  on  the  importation  of  foreign  com  is  most  impolitic  if 
intended  as  a  source  of  revenue,  inasmuch  as  taxes  laid  upon  the 
necessaries  of  life  increase  the  cost  of  labour,  diminish  the  profits 
of  capital,  and  are  the  immediate  cau&e  of  general  decay  and 
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impoverishment;  it  is  most  unjust  if  intended  to  enhance  the 
price  of  com  for  the  advantage  of  individuak,  inasmuch  as  a 
monopoly  for  that  purpose  is  opposed  to  the  first  principles  of 
legislation,  and  invades  the  right  of  the  community  at  large. 

2ndly^  Because  it  is  an  abuse  of  the  legislative  power,  held  in 
trust  for  the  public  good,  to  enact  laws  calculated  to  promote 
the  private  advantage  of  any  one  particular  order ;  the  use  of 
law  is  to  secure  equally  to  all  classes  the  fruits  of  their  labour 
and  industry ;  the  abuse  of  law  is  to  take  away^  either  directly 
by  unnecessary  or  unequal  taxation,  an  undue  proportion  of  the 
produce  of  the  labour  of  the  community,  or  indirectly  to  compass 
the  same  end  by  odious  and  destructive  monopolies,  conferring^ 
exclusive  privileges  to  one  order  at  the  expense  of  all  other  classes 
of  the  community ;  if  the  landowners  have  an  undoubted  right 
to  the  property  they  possess,  and  to  the  absolute  disposal  of  the 
produce  of  that  land^  the  population  of  the  country  has  not  less 
an  undoubted  right  to  obtain  their  supply  of  food  either  from 
the  home  producer,  or  from  any  other  who  can  afford  to  deliyer 
it  at  the  cheapest  rate. 

3rdly,  Because  the  present  Bill  affords  no  expectation  of  establish- 
ing a  final  settlement  of  the  Com  Laws,  so  desirable  and  necessary 
for  the  country,  after  suffering  the  evil  of  monopoly^  fluctuaticm 
and  uncertainty  for  a  period  of  thirteen  years,  but  utterly  hopeless 
until  the  proposed  laws  shall  be  consonant  to  sound  policy,  common 
right,  and  equal  justice. 

4thly,  Because  a  varying  scale  of  duties  has  the  effect  of  making 
the  importation  of  com  irregular,  on  account  of  the  apprehension 
of  unfavourable,  or  the  expectation  of  fiivourable  opportunities, 
whereas  a  moderate  fixed  duty  would  encourage  a  large  investment 
of  capital  in  the  com  trade,  and  thereby  afford  the  best  security 
which  the  nature  of  the  commodity  allows  of  obtaining  steady 
prices,  no  less  desirable  to  the  consumer  than  to  the  producer 
of  grain. 

Peter  King,  Lord  King. 

1st,  Because  this  Bill,  as  well  as  that  of  last  year,  proceeds 
on  the  assumption  that  we  must  at  all  times  depend  upon  foreign 
industry  to  ftimish  a  portion  of  the  necessary  supply  of  the 
nourishment  of  our   fellow   subjects,   and   thus,   in   contempt   of 
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the  well-ascertained  fiswt,  on  which  the  Legislature  of  this  country 
has  hitherto  proceeded,  that  the  United  Kingdoms  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  are,  in  ordinary  years,  with  due  encouragement,  capable 
of  producing  an  abundant  supply  of  food  for  the  sustenance  of 
our  population,  introduces  a  principle  of  legislation  heretofore 
unknown  in  the  regulation  of  our  commerce  in  grain. 

Hitherto  the  Legislature  of  this  country^  conscious  of  the  danger 
of  trusting  to  foreign  powers  for  the  constant  supply  even  of  a 
portion  of  that  article  of  first  necessity,  and  aware  that  in  years 
of  general  scarcity^  which  frequently  take  place,  an  habitually 
importing  country  is  in  danger  of  being  deprived  of  a  part  of 
its  supply  at  a  time  when  it  is  most  required,  and  that  in  years 
of  general  abundance  it  will  be  inundated  with  such  a  quantity 
of  foreign  produce  as  will,  by  discouraging  its  industry,  diminish 
its  internal  production,  has  only  looked  to  foreign  supply  as  a 
means  of  guarding  against  impending  scarcity. 

But  this  Bill  appears  to  us,  and  has  been  declared  by  its 
supporters,  to  be  grounded  on  an  opinion  of  our  incapacity  to 
provide  a  sufficient  supply  of  grain  for  the  people  of  this  country, 
and  on  this  principle  contemplates  constant  importation,  without 
regard  to  the  danger  of  rendering  us  dependent  on  foreigners 
for  a  part  of  our  annual  supply,  which  in  years  of  abundance 
will  be  so  profuse  as  to  discourage  our  industry  in  a  manner 
that  must  diminish  our  internal  production  and  increase  our  demand 
for  foreign  supply,  whilst,  in  the  hour  of  general  scarcity,  when 
we  most  want  it,  it  is  sure  to  be  withheld,  and  thus  to  convert 
what  under  our  former  system  would  have  exhibited  only  a 
temporary  scarcity  into  a  scene  of  distressing  want,  bordering 
on  fiunine. 

andly,  Because,  though  we  sincerely  believe  that,  on  this  im- 
portant subject  of  regulating  our  commerce  in  grain,  there  is  no 
member  of  this  House  who  is  not  actuated  by  an  anxious  desire 
of  permanently  securing  to  the  people  of  this  country  that  article 
of  first  necessity  at  the  lowest  and  at  the  steadiest  possible  price ; 
we  cannot  bring  ourselves  to  think  that  this  salutary  object  can 
be  attained  by  the  measures  which  this  Bill  enacts. 

On  reverting  to  all  that  has  been  said  on  the  subject  of 
aecaring  to  the  community  an  abundant  supply  of  grain  at  a 
reduced  price,  it  seems  to  us  that  there  are  two  distinct  means 
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by  which   it  has  been   argued  that  this  desirable   end  can  be 
accomplished : 

1.  There  are  those  who  contend  that  a  supply  of  that  article 
of  first  necessity  will  be  procured  for  our  fellow  subjects  at  a 
comparatively  low  price,  by  admitting  grain  to  be  at  all  times 
imported  from  foreign  countries,  whose  favourable  situation  in 
respect  of  climate  and  soil,  as  well  as  the  absence  of  that  burden- 
some taxation  under  which  we  labour,  enables  the  grower  of  grain 
to  produce  it  at  a  much  smaller  expense. 

2.  There  are  those  who  conceive  that  this  salutary  object 
can  be  best  obtained  by  the  encouragement  which  direct  pro- 
hibition, or  duties,  amounting  to  a  prohibition  up  to  a  given 
price,  afford  to  our  internal  industry;  the  system  under  which 
this  country  has  obtained  a  superiority  over  all  the  nations  in 
the  world  in  the  cheap  production  of  every  other  article  of  industry. 

To  us  it  appears  that  this  BUI,  which  admits  of  a  constant 
importation,  and  contemplates  a  great  mass  of  foreign  grain  lyings 
at  all  times  in  our  warehouses,  ready  to  take  advantage  of  those 
fluctuations  in  the  rate  of  duty,  under  the  intended  g^raduated 
scale,  which  either  naturally  occur,  or  may  be  artificially  created, 
looks  to  obtaining  what  we  all  in  common  desire,  by  resorting* 
to  the  first  of  these  means  of  reducing  price;  whilst  we  are 
strongly  impressed  with  the  opinion  that  the  second  is  the  only 
means  by  which  a  reduction  of  price  can  be  obtained  without  the 
sacrifice  of  national  wealth  and  prosperity. 

By  adopting  the  first  of  these  modes  of  proceeding,  we  are 
ready  to  admit  that  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  grain  may  be  for 
a  time  effected ;  but  the  discouragement  it  will  give  to  our  internal 
agriculture,  which  has  heretofore  mainly  supplied  our  markets, 
must  diminish  the  quantity  of  our  produce,  and  will  therefore 
rapidly  counteract  the  effects  of  the  diminution  of  price  to  which 
the  additional  supply  will  at  first  give  rise,  whilst  that  diminished 
production  must  soon  affect  the  profits  of  the  farmer  and  the 
rent  of  the  landlord,  and  induce  them  to  dismiss  from  employment 
a  proportion  of  those  who  derive  their  livelihood  from  agricultural 
labour,  which  cannot  fail,  by  the  abundance  it  must  occasion  of 
unemployed  labourers  in  proportion  to  the  demand  for  them,  to 
diminish  the  wages  of  labour ;  and  it  is  impossible  not  to  perceive 
that  this  reduction  of  the  wages  of  labour,  of  the  profits  of  the 
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fiinner,  and  of  the  rent  of  the  landlord,  must  directly  affect  the 
gain  of  all  those  tradesmen  and  manufacturers  with  whom  they 
are  accustomed  to  deal,  leaving  to  the  poorer  orders  a  smaller 
power  of  enjoyment  than  they  possessed  when  the  price  of  grain 
was  comparatively  high,  but  when  the  flourishing  state  of  our 
agriculture  secured  to  the  labourer,  and  to  the  retail  dealer^  a 
fiur  higher  amount  of  wages  and  of  profit  than  under  such  a  change 
of  circumstances  can  be  expected;  and  that  the  real  opulence 
of  the  lower  orders  consists  in  the  superior  amount  of  comforts 
and  conveniences  which  their  labour  and  profits  enable  them 
to  command,  is  a  proposition  on  which  we  cannot  entertain  a 
doabt. 

Neither  does  it  appear  to  us  that  we  can  with  certainty  look 
forward  to  the  duration,  for  any  length  of  time^  of  this  foreign 
supply  of  cheap  food;  for  whenever  the  diminution  of  our  own 
production  renders  us  dependent  on  foreigners  for  subsistence, 
they  will  soon  perceive,  as  has  heretofore  happened,  that  their 
national  treasury  can  be  supplied  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  by  taxes  imposed  on  the  exportation  of  that  of  which, 
at  any  price,  we  must^  in  consequence  of  our  own  imprudence^ 
be  compelled  to  obtain  possession. 

By  adopting  the  second  of  those  modes  of  efiecting  the  object 
we  all  wish  to  obtain,  admitting  that  it  may  for  a  time  sustain 
the  price  of  grain,  it  does  not  follow  that  this  effect  will  be 
permanent. 

On  the  contrary,  we  have  the  authority  of  the  author  of  the 
Wealth  of  Nations  for  saying,  *  That  if  the  complete  improvement 
of  the  country  be,  as  it  certainly  is,  the  greatest  of  all  public 
benefits,  a  rise  in  the  price  of  all  sorts  of  rude  produce,  instead 
of  being  considered  as  a  public  calamity,  ought  to  be  regarded 
as  the  necessary  forerunner  and  attendant  of  the  greatest  of  all 
public  advantages;'  an  opinion  in  which  we  entirely  concur; 
for  it  appears  to  us  that  the  remuneration  which  this  system 
aims  at  securing  must  not  only  excite  the  industry  of  those  whose 
capital  is  embarked  in  agriculture,  but  must  have  a  tendency,  from 
the  certainiy  of  the  profit  to  be  realised  in  the  growing  of  grain, 
to  induce  otliers  to  embark  their  capital  in  a  line  which  holds  out 
the  prospect  of  a  permanent  and  comparatively  uniform  return; 
tod  as  we  cannot  doubt  that  this  increased  industry  and  application 
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of  capital  must  secure  a  great  addition  of  produce,  so  it  is  impossible 
not  to  believe  that  this  augmentation  of  supply  must  diminish  the 
value  of  those  articles  which  it  is  the  professed  object  of  this  Bill 
to  reduce.  Of  the  justice  of  this  reasoning,  the  experience  of  what 
has  taken  place  in  this  country  leaves  us  no  doubt,  as  for  years 
we  know  that  the  judicious  protection  of  the  home  grower  of 
grain  secured  the  improvement  of  our  soil,  whilst  it  furnished 
an  ample  supply  of  grain  at  a  comparatively  steady  and  gradually 
reduced  price ;  and  it  is  notorious  that  in  our  cotton  manufactures, 
protected  in  a  manner  that  left  no  room  for  foreign  competitiiDn, 
we  have  seen  improvements  which  have  excited  the  admiration 
of  the  world,  whilst  we  have  witnessed  the  price  of  the  various 
articles  prepared  for  the  market  reduced  to  a  degree  that  what 
was  formerly  only  suited  to  the  decoration  of  the  wealthy,  is 
now  within  the  reach  even  of  the  lowest  orders  of  the  community. 

We  cannot,  therefore,  approve  of  the  mode  of  diminishing  the 
price  of  grain  which  this  Bill  adopts,  because  it  appears  to  us 
that  it  has  a  direct  tendency  to  curtail  that  steady  demand  in 
the  home  market  for  the  productions  of  our  industry,  which  mast 
abridge  the  gains  of  every  class  of  our  fellow  citizens;  for  the 
home  demand  is  the  real  source  of  the  employment  of  four-fifbhs 
of  our  manu&cturers ;  and  we  feel  ourselves  called  upon  to  protest 
against  the  dereliction  of  the  principle  on  which  our  corn  laws 
have  for  years  proceeded,  of  giving  security  to  the  home  grower 
against  foreign  competition,  till  it  attains  a  price  that  indicates 
approaching  scarcity;  a  system  which,  whilst  it  tends  to  reduce 
the  price  of  grain,  may,  even  at  the  moment  the  reduction  takes 
place,  leave  the  growers  of  it  in  possession  of  a  larger  receipt  of 
revenue  than  they  antecedently  enjoyed,  and  thus  enable  them, 
by  increased  expenditure,  to  encourage  the  production  of  all  other 
branches  of  industry ;  for  if,  by  the  further  use  of  machinery  or 
of  improvements  in  the  application  of  capital  and  in  the  mode  of 
cultivating  the  soil,  the  growers  of  grain  can  acquire  the  same 
quantity  of  it  with  a  diminished  expenditure,  though  the  price 
of  the  commodity  is  reduced,  a  larger  balance  of  profit  may,  after 
such  a  reduction,  remain  in  the  farmers'  hands,  to  be  employed 
in  the  purchase  of,  and  of  course  to  increase  the  demand  for,  all 
the  other  objects  they  may  wish  to  acquire. 

Whilst  we  look  back,  therefore,  with  regret  at  the  abandonment 
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of  this  system  of  legislation,  which  seems  to  us  to  be  a  means 
of  at  once  reducing  the  price  of  grain  and  of  increasing  the 
opulence  of  the  country  at  large,  we  cannot,  without  anticipating 
the  most  serious  injury  to  our  country,  see  the  introduction  of 
a  new  system,  which,  in  our  judgment,  can  only  for  a  time  reduce 
the  price  of  grain  at  the  expense  of  retarding  the  improvement 
of  the  country  and  diminishing  the  wealth  of  the  community. 

3rdly,  Because,  waiving  all  consideration  of  the  comparative 
merits  of  the  graduated  scale  of  duties  as  contained  in  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  with  that  which  it  is  proposed  to  enact  in  the  Bill 
now  before  this  House,  the  former  of  which  obviously  affords 
greater  protection  to  the  agriculturist  in  one  state  of  the  markets, 
and  the  latter  in  another,  it  is  our  opinion,  that  neither  of  these 
graduated  scales,  combined  with  the  privilege  of  warehousing  grain 
to  be  carried  into  our  markets  at  any  time  when  the  duty  may 
make  it  most  advantageous  for  the  foreign  merchant  to  take  it  out 
of  bond,  can  afford  a  fair  and  adequate  protection  to  the  home 
grower  of  grain. 

We  conceive  that  grain  is  the  commodity,  the  value  of  which  in 
eyeiy  country  depends  most  exclusively  on  its  abundance  or  its 
scarcity. 

The  superabundance  of  an  article  of  luxury,  by  the  reduction  of 
its  value,  creates  a  new  source  of  demand  on  the  part  of  those  who 
could  not  previously  afford  to  consume  it,  which  must  inevitably 
counteract  the  effect  of  its  abundance. 

The  scarcity  of  an  article  of  luxury,  by  raising  its  value,  must 
make  many  withhold  from  indulging  in  the  use  of  it,  who  could 
antecedently  afford  to  enjoy  it,  which  naturally  diminishes  the  rapid 
elevation  of  its  value  that  would  otherwise  take  place. 

But  the  demand  for  grain,  which  forms  the  chief  nourishment 
of  man,  cannot,  from  these  causes,  sustain  similar  variations,  for 
whether  there  exists  abundance  or  scarcity,  the  quantity  of  food 
which  a  man  must  necessarily  desire  for  sustenance  is  nearly  the 
same. 

Orain  too  is,  in  our  opinion,  the  article  of  all  others  the  abund- 
ance or  scarcity  of  which  depends  the  least  on  human  exertion  ;  for 
with  every  degree  of  industry  the  hand  of  nature  will  inflict  in 
one  country  a  scanty  supply  in  the  season  it  is  most  bountiful  to 
another. 
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It  is  these  considerations  which  (with  all  due  caution  in  pro- 
nouncing an  opinion  in  regard  to  a  novel  arrangement,  of  the 
effects  of  which  we  have  no  experience)  incline  us  to  think^  that 
this  system,  which  fixes  the  duty  according  to  the  price  at  the 
time  grain  is  taken  out  of  bond,  must  be  ruinous  to  the  home 
grower,  for  it  brings  into  competition  with  the  produce  of  his 
industry  in  raising  a  commodity  which  more  than  any  other  must 
fluctuate  according  to  its  abundance  or  scarcity,  not  the  foreign 
produce  of  one  year,  but  that  of  many,  and  thus  multiplies  the 
chances  of  our  agricultural  industry  being  exposed  in  a  year  of 
domestic  scarcity  to  compete  with  a  year  of  foreign  abundance, 
to  an  extent  that  must  render  the  protection  to  be  derived  from 
the  proposed  graduated  scale  nugatory  and  inefficacious ;  for  giving 
credit  to  mankind  that  they  will  always  consult  their  own  indi- 
vidual interests,  as  there  is  in  this  country  at  all  times  abundance 
of  capital  ready  to  embark  in  speculatiqn,  it  seems  to  us  certain 
that  overwhelming  quantities  of  grain  will  be  lodged  in  our  ware- 
houses whenever  an  abundant  year  has  reduced  the  value  abroad, 
where  it  will  be  kept  in  store,  watching  for  a  season  of  scarcity  to 
be  brought  into  our  markets  at  a  diminished  duty  with  an  enormous 
profit,  to  the  destruction  of  our  agriculturist,  who,  at  a  time  when 
his  produce  is  diminished,  can  alone  be  remunerated  for  his  outlay 
of  capital  by  the  increased  price,  which,  independent  of  this  artificial 
arrangement,  a  scarcity  of  produce  would  naturally  occasion ;  and 
it  is  plain  and  obvious  that  this  loss  of  capital  invested  in  agricul- 
tural pursuits,  cannot  fiul  to  diminish  that  source  of  supply  which 
has  heretofore,  even  in  the  worst  of  times,  fiurnished  more  than 
nineteen-twentieths  of  our  consumption  ;  whilst  by  the  continuance 
of  the  same  practice,  and  the  sure  recurrence  of  the  same  calamity, 
this  country  must  become  gradually  more  dependent  on  foreigners 
for  subsistence,  and  the  supply  of  food  for  the  people  will  Tje  neces- 
sarily more  precarious. 

Besides  it  appears  to  us  certain,  that  if  the  regulations  contained 
in  this  Bill  for  the  conduct  of  our  commerce  in  g^ndn  should  pass 
into  a  law,  all  speculation  in  that  commodity  must  in  future  be 
confined  to  that  which  is  of  foreign  growth  and  in  the  hands  of  the 
foreign  merchant. 

Long  before  it  is  prepared  for  the  market,  the  home  g^wer  of 
grain  has  incurred  all  the  expense  of  raising  it,  whilst  the  merchant 
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importer,  when  he  hrings  it  into  this  country,  gets  for  a  length  of 
time  credit  for  the  comparatively  small  prime  cost  of  the  grain  he 
has  purchased  abroad ;  and  he  is  not  to  be  called  upon  for  any  part 
of  that  duty^  which  constitutes  in  many  cases  so  great  a  proportion 
of  its  value,  till  it  is  about  to  pass  into  the  hands  of  the  consumer. 
In  the  meantime,  therefore,  he  holds  it  with  an  advance  of  capital, 
trifling  in  comparison  with  that  which  would  be  requisite  to  hold 
a  similar  quantity  of  home-grown  grain;  and  those  who  are  ac- 
quainted with  trade,  either  foreign  or  domestic,  well  know  the  loss 
and  discouragement  that  such  an  arrangement  must  inflict  upon  the 
proprietor  of  that  share  of  the  commodity  on  which  this  comparative 
hardship  is  imposed. 

Neither  can  we  conceive  on  what  ground  this  formidable  inno- 
Tation  on  our  law  is  now  thought  necessary,  for  the  price  of  grain, 
fiom  the  time  of  passing  the  Act  1815,  has  been  unusually  mode- 
rate; wheat,  on  an  average  of  the  twelve  years  that  have  since 
elapsed,  not  exceeding  65^.  a  quarter^  and  on  an  average  of  the  last 
eight  years  amounting  only  to  57^.  a  quarter,  whilst  aU  other  grain 
has  been  reduced  in  a  similar  proportion,  and  our  supply  from 
Ireland,  which  it  is  our  interest  and  our  bounden  duty  to  en- 
courage, has  been  gfreatly  increasing. 

It  has  indeed  been  stated,  that,  under  the  existing  law,  if  grain 
rise  to  the  price  at  which  it  can  be  entered  for  home  consumption, 
each  a  mass  will  be  immediately  taken  out  of  bond  and  imported 
as  will  for  a  length  of  time  hang  upon  the  market,  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  our  domestic  industry :  but  this  evil,  which  certainly  has 
not  lately  been  experienced,  and  which  may  occur  even  under  the 
present  arrangement,  might  have  been  easily  rectified,  if  it  had 
reaUy  existed,  by  a  graduated  scale  of  the  quantity  to  be  imported. 
It  has  also  been  said,  that  the  constant  recourse  which  has  been 
had  to  special  laws,  authorizing  temporary  importation,  shows  the 
defect  of  the  system ;  bat  in  our  opinion  it  remains  to  be  proved, 
whether  these  laws  have  not  been  unnecessarily  resorted  to,  to 
jnake  a  case  against  a  system  which  so  many  were  anxious  to 
destroy;   and,  as  &r  as  we  can  judge  from  the  price  of  grain, 
which  is  the  best  criterion  of  its  quantity,  there  would  not  have 
been  any  serious  scarcity  of  it,  even  if  the  Legislature  had  not  had 
recourse  to  these  temporary  sources  of  supply. 

On  all  these  considerations  we  venture,  even  at  a  time  when  we 
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are  conscious  that,  in  the  perverted  ideas  of  many,  the  snccessful 
working  of  a  system  seems  to  furnish  rational  ground  for  con- 
demning it,  and  when  the  experience  of  the  past  is  treated  with 
a  most  liberal  degree  of  contempt,  to  record  our  unfeigned  dread 
of  the  calamity  which  we  fear  will  result  from  the  repeal  of  our 
present  Com  Laws,  and  the  substitution  of  this  measure,  founded 
on  novel  theories,  the  eflFects  of  which,  in  our  opinion,  must  be 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  the  community ;  and  we  feel  it  our 
duty  to  express  our  regret  that,  in  these  times,  we  unfortunately 
perceive  many  who  used  to  recommend  themselves  by  enthusiastic 
admiration  of  those  institutions  under  which  we  have  the  happiness 
to  live,  and  by  kindness  and  hospitality  towards  their  neighbours, 
are  now  trusting  to  acquire  their  favour  by  the  support  of  this  and 
of  similar  theoretical  experiments,  which,  from  the  uncertainty  of 
the  result,  must  check  the  exertions  of  the  industrious,  and  retard 
the  improvement,  if  they  do  not  ultimately  terminate  in  the  rain, 
of  the  country ;  whilst  we  see  with  extreme  pain,  that  this  alarm- 
ing measure  is  still  persevered  in,  notwithstanding  we  have  fortu- 
nately got  rid  of  those  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  whom  we  mainly 
ascribe,  and  who,  indeed,  assume  to  themselves  the  merit  of  its 
origin  ;  some  of  whom  appear  to  us  to  have  long  relinquished  the 
sound  and  salutary  practice  of  endeavouring  to  command  influence 
by  a  vigorous  defence  of  institutions,  which  experience  has  shown 
to  be  salutary ;   and,  unfortunately  for  the  country,*  even  at  the 
expense  of  abandoning  their  recorded  opinions,  to  have  aimed  at 
acquiring  favour  by  encouraging  the  prejudices  of  the  moment,  and 
supporting  experiments  dictated  by  that  impatient  irritation  and 
desire  to  grasp  at  schemes  of  relief,  to  which  a  temporary  derange- 
ment in  the  finance  of  a  country  will  always  give  rise ;  but  which, 
with  firm  and  steady  reliance  on  the  wisdom  and  efficacy  of  our 
political  institutions,  and  on  the  industry  and  energy  of  our  fellow 
subjects,  would  as  heretofore  soon  pass  away. 

For  we  must  recollect  that  when  the  debt  of  the  country  was 
larger  than  it  is  at  present ;  when  there  existed  all  those  alleged 
defects  in  the  representation  of  the  people,  which  we  now  think  it 
necessary  to  attempt  amending;  when  there  subsisted  that  Com 
Law  we  are  now  reprobating  as  ruinous ;  and  when  grain  bore  a 
higher  price  in  our  markets  than  it  does  at  present ;  his  Majesty, 
in  his  Speech  from  the  Throne  informed  us,  *  That  our  agriculture, 
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our  commerce,  and  our  manu&ctures,  were  in  a  flourishing  state ; 
and  that  at  no  former  period  of  our  history  did  there  efer  prevail, 
throughout  all  the  classes  of  the  community  in  this  island,  a  more 
cheerful  spirit  of  order,  or  a  more  just  sense  of  the  advantages 
which,  under  the  blessing  of  Providence,  they  enjoyed ;'  an  opinion 
which,  in  the  year  1824,  was  re-echoed  by  Parliament,  and  sub- 
scribed to  by  the  country  at  large. 

James  Maitland,  Lord  Lauderdale  (Earl  of  Lauderdale). 
Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 


DCXXXII. 

June  26,  1828. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  passage  of  the  Com  Law 
Bill  of  1828. 

1st,  Because  the  numerous  and  weighty  objections  to  which  the 
proposed  measure  is  justly  liable  have  not  been  lessened  by  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  itself,  which  afford  no  security  whatever 
against  the  injury  and  injustice  which  must  be  apprehended  to 
arise  from  its  enactment. 

andly.  Because  the  prices  which  those  who  have  supported  the 
measure  consider  to  be  the  remunerating  prices  of  different  sorts  of 
grain  would  not  under  its  operation  be  their  average  prices,  inas- 
much as  foreign  com  might  be  brought  into  the  markets  of  this 
country  whenever  British  com  is  sold  at  such  prices  as  would,  upon 
an  average  of  the  whole  preceding  year,  give  due  remuneration  to 
the  cultivator.  It  is  indeed  obvious,  although  it  does  not  appear 
to  have  received  the  attention  of  those  with  whom  the  measure 
originated,  that  a  price  below  which  corn  has  continued  during 
many  months,  and  above  which  the  proposed  measure  would  not 
allow  it  to  rise,  except  during  short  periods,  could  not  be  its  average 
price,  but  might  more  justly  be  termed  its  maximum. 

3rdly,  Because  the  duties  imposed  upon  all  species  of  grain,  and 
particularly  upon  spring  com,  are  quite  inadequate  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  growers  of  com  in  this  country,  and  to  the  exclusion  of 
foreign  com,  even  when  the  prices  in  the  home  market  have  not, 
upon  an  average,  been  such  as  to  remunerate  the  cultivators  of  the 
soil. 
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4thl7,  Because  the  mode  of  taking  the  average  prices  of  grain 
tends  to  allbw  the  introduction  of  foreign  com,  when,  according  to 
the  proposed  scale  of  duties,  it  might  altogether  be  excluded ;  and 
that  mode  is  manifestly  unjust,  because  the  corn  returns  are  not  to 
be  obtained  from  Scotland  and  Ireland  as  well  as  from  England 
and  Wales,  in  both  of  which  there  are  several  counties  from  whence 
no  returns  are  to  be  sent,  and  also  because  those  returns  are  not  to 
be  obtained  from  sales  made  only  by  the  growers  of  com,  as  ought 
to  be  the  case,  but  also  from  those  made  by  com  dealers,  factors, 
and  others,  who  add  to  the  prime  cost  of  the  article  the  charges  of 
commission,  carriage,  &c. 

5thly,  Because  the  amount  of  duty  imposed  upon  foreign  com 
when  admitted  for  home  consumption,  ought  to  be  fixed  by  the 
average  price  in  the  home  market  at  the  time  when  such  com  was 
imported,  and  not  by  the  average  price  at  the  time  when  such  com 
is,  at  the  option  of  the  importer,  taken  from  the  warehouses ;  the 
importer  of  foreign  com  would  thus  receive  an  unfSdr  advantage, 
and  would  be  enabled  to  compete  upon  unequal  terms  with  the 
gprowers  of  com  in  this  country,  and  would  also  be  encouraged  to 
speculate  in  order  to  obtain  the  release  at  a  very  low  rate  of  duty  of 
a  large  quantity  of  com,  which  he  might  have  in  warehouses,  and 
which  cannot  always  be  kept  there  without  decay  and  ultimate 
destruction. 

6thly,  Because  the  Bill  does  not  contain  any  provisions  with 
respect  to  the  Isle  of  Man  and  other  Islands,  to  prevent  foreign 
grain  from  being  there  converted,  without  payment  of  any  duty, 
into  flour  or  meal,  which  might  be  sent  from  those  Islands  to  Great 
Britain  or  Ireland,  where  it  would  be  admitted  duty  free,  to  the 
detriment  of  the  revenue,  and  in  violation  of  the  principle  of  the 
proposed  measure ;  and  it  is  well  known  that  this  practice  existed 
imder  the  temporary  measure  adopted  last  year. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

DCXXXIII. 

July  8,  1828. 

By  9  George  IV,  cap.  65,  promissory  notes  for  less  than  £5,  issued  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland,  were  not  to  be  uttered  in  England  under  a  penalty 
of  £  20.    The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  second  reading. 
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Because  this  Act  will  materially  obstruct  the  necessary  inter- 
eoarse  between  the  inhabitants  of  the  English  borders  and  the 
neighbouring  market  towns  in  Scotland. 

2ndl7^  Because  it  is  a  wanton  extension  of  our  penal  code, 
abeady  over-charged,  by  which  many  will  be  injured  -and  nobody 
benefited. 

Henry  George  Herbert,  Earl  of  Carnarvon. 

DCXXXIV, 

July  7,  1828. 

The  following  protest  is  entered  against  the  third  reading  of  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  Note  Bill. 

Because  to  a  wealthy  and  commercial  State,  encumbered  with  a 
great  debt,  a  paper  currency,  measured  by  a  metallic  standard,  is 
the  safest  as  well  as  the  most  advantageous  circulation. 

It  is  the  safest,  because  in  times  of  panic,  or  of  adverse  exchanges, 
a  metallic  currency  is  the  first  to  disappear  and  the  last  to  return. 

It  is  the  most  advantageous,  because,  in  a  State  so  circumstanced, 
an  extended  currency  is  an  essential  part  of  the  machinery  necessary 
for  production ;  and  to  compel  the  producer  to  use  a  more  costly 
instead  of  a  cheaper  circulation  is  the  same  thing  in  effect  as  to 
prohibit  the  use  of  improved  machinery  in  manufactures  or  in 
husbandry. 

Henry  George  Herbert,  Earl  of  Carnarvon. 
Washington  Shirley,  Earl  Ferrers. 

DCXXXV,   DCXXXVL 

July  16,  1828. 

The  occasion  of  the  following  protests  was  a  motion  of  Lord  Holland 
to  obtain  information  by  an  addrees  for  papers,  first  on  the  relations  of 
Greece,  Bussia,  and  Tcurkey;  and  next  on  the  condition  of  Portugal. 
Lord  HoUand  took  occasion  in  the  course  of  his  speech  to  use  very  strong 
language  about  the  Turkish  Gt>vemment,  and  to  comment  on  the  blockade 
of  Oporto.    The  molion  for  papers  was  rejected. 

ist,  Because  when  the  national  faith  is  engaged  in  the  prose- 
cution of  so  important  an  object  as  the  pacification  of  a  Christian 
and  European  country,  it  is  not  usual  to  withhold  from  Parliament 
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for  any  long  space  of  time  all  communication  of  the  issue  or  pro- 
gress of  his  Majesty's  efforts  to  attain  that  object,  without  some 
explanation  of  the  circumstances  which  retard  such  communication 
or  render  it  unseasonable  and  impolitic. 

andly.  Because  the  Governments  of  Russia  and  France  have 
explained  to  their  subjects  and  Europe,  not  only  their  views  of 
the  obligations  contracted  and  the  objects  proposed  by  the  Treaty 
of  the  6th  of  July,  i8:z7,  but  the  degree,  extent,  and  manner  in 
which  such  views  have  been  affected  by  the  new  situation  in  which 
subsequent  events,  and  a  change  in  their  relations  to  one  another 
or  to  the  Ottoman  Porte,  have  placed  them  respectively ;  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  a  public  avowal  of  a  corresponding  feeling  in  his 
Majesty's  Government  is  required,  if  not  to  maintain  the  honour  of 
his  Crown,  and  to  preserve  entire  the  confidence  of  his  allies,  at 
least  to  promote  the  just  and  benevolent  design  announced  in  the 
Protocol  and  Treaty,  of  rescuing  the  Greeks  from  the  consequences 
of  a  protracted  and  barbarous  warfare,  by  permanently  separating^ 
them  from  the  Turks,  and  securing  to  them,  though  tributary  to 
the  Ottoman  Porte,  the  nomination  of  their  own  rulers,  the  admin- 
istration of  their  internal  affairs,  and  the  full  enjoyment  of  freedom 
of  trade  and  liberty  of  conscience. 

3rdly,  Because,  as  the  neglect  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain  of 
the  obligations  contracted  by  the  Treaty  of  the  6th  of  July,  1827, 
would  be  equally  derogatory  to  the  honour  and  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  the  Crown,  so  the  appearance  of  any  such  change  of 
policy  in  our  Councils  would  tend  to  impair  the  influence  of  his 
Majesty's  name  in  foreign  countries,  to  loosen  the  bonds  of  union 
and  alliance  so  happily  established  between  Great  Britain,  France, 
and  Russia,  and  thereby  to  cloud  the  prospect  of  permanent  peace 
which  the  cordial  concurrence  of  those  three  great  Powers,  in  such 
just  and  benevolent  views  as  secure  the  approbation  of  mankind, 
hold  out  to  Eiu-ope  and  the  world. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  VasBall,  Lord  HollancL 

ist,  Because  the  late  revolution  in  Portugal,  so  inauspicious  to 
the  maintenance  of  our  ancient  relations  and  close  connexion  with 
that  country,  appears  to  have  been  begun  in  the  presence  and 
effected  on  the  removal  of  his  Majesty's  military  forces ;  and  that 
just  and  natural  interest  which  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  has 
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ever  taken  in  the  safety,  independence,  and  welfare  of  his  Majesty's 
oldest  ally,  seems  to  entitle  this  House  to  some  information  re- 
specting the  nature  of  the  obligations  which  subsisted  between 
his  Majesty  and  the  persons  who  have  assumed  the  regal  authority 
in  that  Kingdom,  as  well  as  of  such  claims  or  remonstrances  as 
the  Emperor  of  the  Brazils,  or  his  daughter,  the  Queen  Maria  da 
Gloria,  may  have  communicated  to  his  Majesty  in  consequence  of 
the  recent  usurpation  of  their  title  or  authority  in  Portugal. 

2ndly,  Because  the  rejection  of  a  motion  for  information  respect- 
ing Portugal,  in  the  present  circumstances  of  that  Kingdom,  implies 
an  indifierenee  in  Parliament  to  the  state  of  our  relations  with 
foreign  Powers,  and  such  indifference  appears  to  me  at  all  times 
as  little  calculated  to  avert  the  necessity  of  war,  as  it  is  obviously 
ill  suited  to  maintain  the  national  dignity,  or  to  raise  the  honour  of 
his  Majesty's  Crown  during  peace. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  Vassall,  Lord  Holland. 

DCXXXVII. 

February  24,  1829. 

The  Speech  from  the  Throne  announced  that,  an  association  existed  in 
Ireland  which  was  dangerous  to  the  public  peace,  and  inconsistent  with 
the  spirit  of  the  Constitution.  The  association  referred  to  was  that  of  the 
Catholics.  On  the  loth  of  February,  Peel  introduced  the  Bill  for  sup- 
pressing dangerous  associations  in  Ireland.  It  passed  the  Commons  on 
the  17th  of  February,  and  the  Lords  on  the  24th  of  February,  and  without 
a  division.  It  is  10  George  IV,  cap.  i.  Lord  Bedesdale,  the  author 
of  the  subjoined  protest,  opposed  the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that  the  law 
was  sufficient  to  deal  with  the  association,  and  that  the  Irish  priests 
eoold  easily  evade  the  BiU. 

1st,  Because  the  avowed  object  of  this  Bill,  as  expressed  in  the 
preamble,  is  to  suppress  an  association  described  in  his  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  as  dangerous  to  the 
public  peace  and  inconsistent  with  the  true  spirit  of  the  constitu- 
tion, keeping  alive  discord  and  ill-will  amongst  his  Majesty's 
subjects,  and  obstructing  every  effort  permanently  to  improve  the 
condition  of  Ireland;  and  such  an  association  is  by  the  common 
law  of  the  land  an  unlawful  association,  and  therefore  might  have 
been  long  ago  suppressed,  and  might  now  be  suppressed,  by  the 
exertion  of  those  powers  which  the  common  law  of  the  land  has 
given  to  his  Majesty  for  the  maintenance  of  his  just  authority,  if 
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such  powers  had  been  and  if  Buch  powers  were  now  duly  and  pro- 
perly used  for  that  purpose ;  and  therefore  the  extraordinary 
provisions  contained  in  this  Bill  are  unnecessary  and  improper, 
unless  there  existed  and  still  exists  some  obstacle,  not  suggested  in 
this  Bill,  to  prevent  the  due  execution  of  the  common  law  for  the 
suppression  of  the  unlawful  association  described  in  this  Bill,  and 
the  punishment  of  the  persons  engaged  in  such  association. 

2ndly,  Because  the  association  sought  to  be  suppressed  by  this 
Bill  has  been  manifestly  an  instrument  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
priesthood  in  Ireland,  many  of  whom  have  attended  the  meetings 
of  such  association,  anl  most  of  whom  have  assisted  in  the  collec- 
tions of  money  for  the  purposes  of  such  association ;  and  such 
priesthood  have  long  exercised  uncontrolled  authority  over  his 
Majesty's  Boman  Catholic  subjects,  and  endeavoured  to  bring  into 
contempt  his  Majesty's  authority  as  the  only  lawful  Sovereign 
of  the  realm,  with  and  under  the  authority  of  his  Parliament, 
and  have  avowed  their  intent  to  destroy  the  Protestant  Religion, 
which  they  have  endeavoured  to  bring  into  hatred  and  contempt, 
by  stigmatizing  the  same  as  a  pestilent  heresy,  hateful  to  God  and 
man,  and  which  the  Almighty  Power  is  about  to  sweep  from  the 
face  of  the  eai*th ;  and  if  there  has  been  any  obstacle  to  the  due 
execution  of  the  common  law  for  the  suppression  of  the  association 
described  in  the  Bill,  such  obstacle  has  arisen  from  the  influence 
and  conduct  of  such  priesthood,  and  not  from  any  defect  in  the 
common  law  of  the  land,  which  has  given  to  his  Majesty  powers 
amply  sufficient  for  that  purpose ;  and  therefore  due  restrictions  on 
the  powers  and  influence  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Priesthood  are  the 
proper  means  for  giving  to  his  Majesty  power  to  assert  his  just 
authority  by  the  common  law,  to  suppress  the  association  sought 
to  be  suppressed  by  the  extraordinary  powers  proposed  to  be  given 
by  this  Bill. 

3rdly,  Because  the  powers  given  by  this  Bill  are  utterly  insuffi- 
cient for  the  purposes  proposed  by  the  Bill ;  and  if  the  Bill  could 
have  any  eflFect  in  suppressing  by  name  and  in  the  aggregate  the 
association  particularly  described  in  the  Bill,  or  any  other  associa- 
tion of  Roman  Catholics  for  the  same  purposes,  and  thereby  pre- 
venting their  assembling  in  the  aggregate,  it  will  not  prevent  their 
assembling  and  acting  in  a  different  form  for  the  same  purposes. 

4thly,  Because  it  is  not  the  name  or  any  particular  form  or  mode 
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of  its  constitution  which  renders  the  association  mentioned  in  the 
Bill,  or  any  association  for  similar  purposes,  dangerous  to  the  public 
peace,  but  the  object  of  such  association,  and  the  conduct  of  its 
members ;  and  the  members  of  the  association  described  in  the  Bill 
have  openly  declared  their  intention  to  avoid  any  attempt  for  their 
suppression,  particularly  by  meetings  in  their  chapels  and  places  of 
public  worship,  avowedly  only  for  the  purposes  of  religious  devo- 
tion, and  by  using  the  forms  of  religious  devotion  accomplishing 
all  their  purposes,  without  apparently  infringing  the  precise  pro- 
visions of  any  positive  law  or  any  proclamation  issued  for  their 
suppression. 

5thly,  Because  it  is  vain  to  attempt  the  suppression  of  the 
association  specified  in  the  Bill,  or  any  association  constituted  for 
similar  purposes,  if  the  same  cannot  be  suppressed  by  the  force  of 
the  common  law,  especially  as  long  as  the  Boman  Catholic  priest- 
hood in  Ireland,  who  are  the  real  authors  and  abettors  of  the 
association  specified  in  the  Bill,  shall,  under  a  foreign  authority, 
assume  powers  over  the  Boman  Catholic  laity  in  Ireland  incon- 
sistent with  due  subordination  to  his  Majesty's  government ;  and 
therefore  a  law  compelling  due  subordination  of  such  priesthood  to 
his  Majesty's  authority  is  the  only  means  by  which  the  mischievous 
effects  of  such  associations  can  be  avoided,  if  the  powers  given  by 
the  common  law  are  not  sufficient  for  the  purpose,  or  are  evaded  or 
rraidered  null  by  the  influence  of  the  Boman  Catholic  priesthood 
over  the  minds  of  his  Majesty's  Boman  Catholic  subjects. 

John  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

DCXXXVIIL 

Makch  81,  1829. 

The  Roman  Catholic  Belief  Bill  was  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons  by  Peel,  who,  on  the  5th  of  March,  moved  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  to  consider  of  the 
laws  imposing  civil  disabilities  on  his  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic  subjects, 
canying  his  motion  by  348  to  160;  see  Hansard,  New  Series,  vol.  xx. 
The  Bill  was  brought  in  on  the  loth  of  March,  in  accordance  with  the 
resolution  of  the  Committee,  ibid.  p.  942.  The  second  reading  was 
carried  on  the  i8th  of  March,  by  353  to  173.  The  third  on  the  30th 
of  March,  by  320  to  142.  It  was  read  in  the  Lords  for  the  first  time  on 
the  3iBt  of  March,  and  an  order  for  a  summons  made  for  the  2nd  of 
April.     On  this  the  following  protest  was  entered. 
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1st,  Because  this  order  has  been  moved  with  a  view  to  reading 
a  second  time  on  Thursday  next  the  Bill  intituled  '  An  Act  for  the 
relief  of  his  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic  subjects,'  which  has  been 
read  a  first  time  on  this  day,  and  that  Bill  importantly  affects  the 
rights  and  powers  of  the  Crown,  the  security  of  the  Established 
United  Church  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  the  security  of  the 
Established  Church  of  Scotland,  and  the  protection  of  the  Pro- 
testant Religion,  as  professed  by  Protestants  of  all  denominations 
within  the  United  Kingdom,  and  affects  also  the  independence  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  all  foreign  interference  with  its  internal 
government ;  and  therefore  an  order  for  summoning  the  Lords  with 
a  view  to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  on  Thursday  next,  allow- 
ing only  one  day  between  the  first  and  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
tends  to  prevent  a  deliberate  consideration  of  the  propriety  of  the 
measure  proposed. 

2ndly,  Because  this  Bill  appears  essentially  to  affect  fundamental 
articles  in  the  treaties  of  imion  between  the  once  separate  king- 
doms of  England  and  Scotland,  and  between  the  once  separate 
kingdoms  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  all  forming  now  one 
United  Kingdom ;  those  tmions  having  been  formed  under  the 
distinct  authorities  then  existing,  acting  and  contracting  for  and 
on  the  behalf  of  the  people  of  each  Kingdom ;  and  therefore  ample 
time  ought  to  be  allowed  to  the  people  of  each  of  those  countries, 
once  separate  Kingdoms,  and  particularly  to  the  people  of  Scotland 
and  the  people  of  Ireland,  to  lay  before  the  House  any  objections, 
on  their  parts,  to  the  Bill  passing  into  a  law  in  the  form  in  which 
it  has  been  sent  to  this  House,  and  especially  so  far  as  any  pro- 
visions in  the  Bill  may  directly  or  indirectly  affect  the  solemn 
compacts  by  which  the  three  Kingdoms  have  been  finally  united  in 
one  Ejbgdom. 

3rdly,  Because  the  time  proposed  to  be  allowed  between  the  first 
and  second  reading  of  this  Bill  is  shorter  than  the  time  usually- 
allowed  between  the  first  and  second  reading  of  a  Bill  of  any 
public  importance,  unless  a  pressing  necessity,  arising  from  some 
important  cause,  required  immediate  interference  of  the  Legislature; 
and  as  no  such  pressing  necessity  has  been  alleged,  the  order  for 
summoning  the  Lords  with  a  view  to  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  on  Thursday  next,  allowing  only  one  day  between  the  first  and 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  appears  to  tend  to  prevent  a  just  and 
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fiiir  discussion  of  the  principles  on  which  the  Bill  may  be  supported 
or  opposed. 

John  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

Francis  North,  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  CashelL 

John  Cost,  Earl  Brownlow. 

Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  Falmouth. 

Nicholas  Yansittart,  Lord  Bexley. 

John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winchilsea  and  Not- 

William  O'Brien,  Marquis  of  Thomond. 
John  B^inald  Beauchamp  Pyndar,  Earl  Beauohamp. 
Charles  Henry  St.  John  O'Neill,  Earl  O'NeilL 
John  Colville,  Lord  Colville  a£  CulroBs. 


DCXXXIX,    DCXL. 

Apeil  4,  1829. 

The  dehate  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Belief  Bill 
was  taken  on  the  2nd,  3rd,  and  4th  of  April  (Hansard,  New  Series,  vol. 
ni,  pp.  41-394)  on  the  motion  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington.  It  was 
carried  hy  217  to  112.  For  the  motives  of  the  change  see  Peel's 
Memoirs,  vol.  L 

The  following  protests  were  entered. 

Because^  should  this  Bill  pass  into  a  law,  the  constitution  of  this 
Tealm  (as  at  present  established  in  Church  and  State)  must  be 
materially  affected  by  it;  and  it  seems  to  me  the  admission  of 
Roman  Catholics  to  seats  in  Parliament,  the  Privy  Council,  and 
almost  all  the  great  offices  of  the  State,  is  a  measure  directly  adverse 
to  the  first  principles  and  true  spirit  of  our  constitution,  being 
Protestant,  which  I  apprehenH  will  thereby  be  progressively,  and  in 
the  course  of  events,  altogether  subverted  and  destroyed  ;  and,  to 
prevent  such  evil  and  disastrous  consequences,  no  real  and  adequate 
securities  (if  any  can  be)  are  provided  and  embodied  in  this  Bill, 
nor  is  any  compensation  proposed  for  the  concessions  to  be  made. 

What  relates  to  the  navy  and  army  I  look  upon  to  be  essentially 
diflferent,  as  they  (the  navy  and  army)  in  fact  exist  only,  by  law, 
from  year  to  year,  the  supplies  for  their  support  being  in  due 
manner  granted  accordingly. 

YOL.  III.  E 


50  PROTESTS.  a.d.  1829. 

And  because  I  am  of  opinion  those  who  are  required  to  legislate 
upon  this  question  cannot  foresee  nor  duly  appreciate  the  result  of  it 
to  ourselves,  and  to  posterity,  whose  welfare  we  are  bound  in  our 
proceedings  most  scrupulously  to  consider,  and  whose  just  rights 
and  interests  we  ought  to  maintain  and  protect  unimpaired  equally 
with  our  own. 

George  de  Grey,  Lord  Walsingham. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 
John  RoUe,  Lord  Bolle. 
Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

1st,  Because  the  passing  of  this  Bill  will  effect  the  overthrow  of 
the  British  Protestant  constitution,  tend  to  re-establish  popery,  and 
infringe  the  compact  solemnly  entered  into  between  the  King  and 
his  people. 

2ndly,  Because  *  the  laws  of  England  are  the  birthright  of  the 
people  thereof,  and  all  the  Kings  and  Queens  who  shall  ascend 
the  Throne  of  this  Realm  ought  to  administer  the  government  of 
the  same  according  to  the  same  laws,  and  all  their  officers  and 
ministers  ought  to  serve  them  respectively  according  to  the  same  ;' 
and  this  Bill  violates  the  laws  of  England  as  re-established  in  1688, 
inasmuch  as  that  the  constitution  will  be  no  longer  purely  Pro- 
testant, but  mixed  and  dangerous,  as  it  was  becoming  in  the  time 
of  Charles  II. 

3rdly,  Because,  by  reason  of  the  liberty  which  this  Bill  will  give 
to  papists  to  sit  and  vote  in  Parliament,  the  same  increase  and 
danger  of  popeiy  may  be  expected  to  recur  which  was  specially 
provided  against  in  1677,  from  a  present  and  practical  knowledge 
of  the  evil. 

4thly^  Because  it  is  unwise  to  set  experience  at  defiance,  and  it  is 
unjustifiable  to  subvert  the  fundamental  laws  of  the  realm  upon 
the  temporary  plea  of  expediency;  and  it  is  dangerous  to  our 
religion^  laws  and  liberties^  that  enactments,  hitherto  considered  to 
be  fixed  and  permanent,  and  *  intended  to  stand,  remain,  and  be 
the  law  of  the  realm  for  ever,'  should  be  broken  in  upon,  and  their 
spirit  and  character  totally  changed  and  destroyed. 

5thly,  Because  a  proneness  to  depart  from  old  institutions,  and  to 
speculate  in  new  systems  of  government,  gives  jugt  cause  of  appre- 
hension for  the  present  as  well  as  for  the  future. 
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We  therefore  solemnly  protest  against  this  total  infraction  of  the 
principles  and  practice  of  our  Protestant  constitution. 

Henry  Pelhimi  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

For  the  third  and  for  the  fourth  reasons. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Seven  other  peers,  Lords  Mansfield,  Howe,  Romney,  Malmeshury, 
Brownlow,  O'Neill,  and  Bradford,  protested  without  reasons. 

DCXLI. 

April  6,  1829. 

Concurrently  with  the  Catholic  Belief  Bill,  Peel  introduced  a  quali- 
fication of  County  Voters  Bill  (Ireland), — see  Hansard,  New  Series,  vol. 
XX,  p.  952.  The  second  reading  of  this  Bill  was  carried  hy  223  to  17. 
The  second  reading  in  the  Lords  was  moved  on  the  6th  of  April  hy  the 
Duke  of  Wellington.  The  Bill  was  intended  to  ohviate  the  creation 
of  voters  by  underleases.  The  second  reading  was  carried  after  debate 
(Hansard,  vol.  xxi,  p.  407,)  by  139  to  17. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because  it  is  contrary  to  the  usual  and  highly  constitutional 
custom  of  this  House  to  deprive  any  fellow  subject  of  any  vested 
right  or  privilege  which  he  possesses,  without  evidence  on  oath 
having  been  produced  at  the  Bar  of  this  House,  proving  that  he  had 
used  such  vested  right  or  privilege  unconstitutionally,  or  that  it  was 
for  the  general  welfare  and  interest  of  the  country  that  he  should 
be  called  up  to  surrender  it. 

2ndly,  Because  it  will  establish  (by  taking  away  the  elective 
franchise  from  the  foriy-shiDing  freeholders  of  Ireland,  without  any 
such  evidence  having  been  produced)  a  precedent  which  in  ftiture 
ages  may  prove  the  source  of  the  greatest  injuries  to  the  dearest 
rights  and  liberties  of  this  country. 

Qeoige   William    Finch    Hatton,    Earl    of   Winchilsea    and 
Ifottingjiam. 

DCXLII— DCXLVIII. 

Apbil  10,  1829. 

The  Roman  Catholic  Relief  BiU  was  read  a  third  time  this  day  and 
passed.    The  third  reading  was  moved  by  the  Duke  of  Wellington  on 

E  2 
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the  7th,  8th,  and  loth  of  Apiil  (Hansard,  vol.  xxi).     It  was  carried  hy 
213  to  109. 
The  following  protests  were  entered. 

ist,  Because  the  principle  of  exclusion  of  Roman  Catholics  from 
Parliament  was  recognised  and  sanctioned  at  the  period  of  the 
Revolution,  when  that  principle  was  extended  to  the  Crown, 
thereby  completing  that  essentially  and  exclusively  Protestant  Con- 
stitution by  which  the  Protestant  establishments  of  these  kingdoms 
have  been  from  that  time  secured. 

andly.  Because  no  security,  except  that  of  a  legislature  exclu- 
sively Protestant,  as  settled  at  the  Revolution,  can  be  adequate  to 
the  permanent  protection  of  the  Protestant  establishments  of  these 
kingdoms. 

3rdly,  Because^  therefore,  the  Protestant  character  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  is  as  essential  to  the  Constitution  as  the  Pro- 
testant character  of  the  royal  branch  of  the  Legislature. 

4thly^  Because  it  does  appear  that  the  present  Bill  cannot  be 
passed  into  a  law  consistently  with  a  strict  observance  of  the 
coronation  oath,  which  oath,  like  every  other,  ought  to  be  construed 
according  to  the  plain  obvious  meiming  of  the  words  in  the  sense  in 
which  it  was  framed,  and  in  which  it  was  taken. 

5thly,  Because  it  is  impossible  to  reconcile  with  that  oath  the 
admission  to  political  and  legislative  power  of  Roman  Catholics, 
who,  in  proportion  to  their  conscientious  attachment  to  their 
Church,  are  bound,  by  the  duty  which  they  owe  to  that  Church,  to 
use  their  endeavours  to  remove  what  that  Church  condemns  as 
a  dangerous  heresy,  and  to  restore  to  that  Church  those  rights, 
that  authority,  and  that  establishment,  of  which  they  consider 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  to  have  been  wrongfully  dispos- 
sessed. 

6thly,  Because  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  claiming  infallibility, 
has  never  herself  disclaimed  any  of  those  doctrines  or  pretensions 
which  give  just  ground  of  objection  and  alarm  to  Protestants; 
and,  denying  the  right  of  any  individual  to  judge  for  himself  in 
matters  of  faith,  doctrine,  or  Church  government,  has  deprived  any 
disclaimer  by  individuals  of  that  authority  to  which,  from  indivi- 
dual character,  it  might  otherwise  have  been  entitled. 

7thly,  Because  laws  which  are  of  vital  and  permanent  impor- 
tance to  the  religious  and  political  constitution  of  the  country  ought 
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not  to  be  sacrificed  to  a  measure  of  alleged  expediency,  the  good 
effects  of  which,  if  any,  can  only  be  of  short  duration. 

Sthly,  Because,  considering  the  time  at  which  and  the  means  by 
which  these  concessions  have  been  obtained,  considering  also  the 
character  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Chnrch,  and  the  dominion  which 
that  Church  exercises  over  the  minds  and  consciences  of  those  who 
are  in  communion  with  her,  it  is  impossible  that  the  demand  of 
concessions  should  stop  at  this  point,  when  g^eat  political  and 
legislative  power  is  given  to  the  lay  members  of  the  Roman  Catho* 
lie  Church,  while  from  that  Church  and  her  hierarchy  every  object 
of  spiritual  and  temporal  ambition  is  professedly  withheld. 

9thly,  Because,  therefore,  continued  demands,  either  for  the 
increase  of  the  power  and  influence  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  or  for  the  diminution  of  the  power,  influence,  and  pro- 
perty of  the  Protestant  Established  Churches,  will  necessarily  fol- 
low, while  the  means  of  resisting  such  demands  will  be  materially 
reduced. 

lothly.  Because,  independent  of  ulterior  consequences,  the  pre- 
sent measure,  if  passed  into  a  law,  will  subvert  the  Protestant  Con-^ 
stitutdon  by  which  the  Protestant  establishments  of  these  kingdoms 
have  been  effectually  secured,  and  to  which  the  mass  of  the  popula- 
tion of  these  kingdoms,  comprising  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
religious  and  constitutional  intelligence  of  the  country,  have  un-* 
equivoeaUy  expressed  their  attachment. 

Charles  Marsbam,  Earl  of  Bomney. 

George  Eenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Oeorge    William    Finch    Hatton,    Earl    of   Winohilsea    and 

Nottingham. 
C^eorge  Augustus  Frederic  Charles  Holroyd,  Lord  Sheffield  (Earl 

of  Sheffield). 

ist,  Because  the  present  measure  is  one  which  will  endanger  the 
constitution  of  these  realms  in  Church  and  State,  and  may  even- 
tually lead  to  the  subversion  of  civil  and  religious  liberty. 

andly,  Because  Roman  Catholics  cannot,  according  to  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Roman  Church,  be  bound  by  any  oaths  which  either 
directly  or  indirectly  interfere  with  the  allegiance  they  owe  to  the 
Pope  and  his  Councils :  the  Roman  Catholic  doctors  and  divines 
assert  it  to  be  their  opinion  that  oaths  may  be  broken ;  Popes  in 
former  times  have  granted  absolution  for  this  purpose,  and,  there* 
fore,  may  do  so  again. 
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3Tdly,  Because  history  proves  that  the  professors  of  the  Roman 
faith  have  always  employed  temporal  power  to  establish  the  spi- 
ritual supremacy  of  their  Church :  when  Roman  Catholics  obtain 
influential  situations,  whether  at  home  or  in  our  distant  colonies, 
they  may,  under  the  direction  of  their  priests  and  confessors,  exert 
their  authority  to  injure  the  Protestant  religion ;  they  will  oppose 
the  circulation  of  the  Holy  Bible,  the  establishment  of  the  Pro- 
testant institutions,  and  the  exertions  of  Protestant  ministers  and 
missionaries. 

4thly,  Because  it  is  impossible  to  expect  that  Roman  Catholics, 
if  consistently  attached  to  the  religion  they  profess,  can  give  that 
support  to  Protestant  principles  and  doctrine  which  it  behoves 
Great  Britain  to  uphold,  and  his  Majesty,  as  *  Protector  of  the 
Faith/  to  require :  if  a  member  of  the  Church  of  Rome  should 
refrain  from  openly  attacking  those  things  which  are  essentially 
Protestant,  he  may  still  feel  inclined  to  wink  at  the  attempts  of 
others  placed  in  subordinate  offices. 

5thly,  Because  the  pure  doctrine  of  the  Protestant  Church,  being 
th^t  taught  by  the  holy  Apostles,  and  believed  by  the  first  Chris- 
tians, ought  to  be  upheld ;  whilst  that  professed  by  Roman  Catho- 
lics, being  corrupted  by  false  traditions,  supported  by  ignorance, 
and  only  congenial  to  the  evil  inclinations  of  man,  ought  to  be 
decidedly  discouraged :  it  is  notorious  all  the  principal  false  doc- 
trines of  Popery  were  unknown  as  articles  of  faith,  even  in  the 
Church  of  Rome,  before  the  seventh  century;  and  in  the  nine- 
teenth, in  this  enlightened  land,  it  must  prove  offensive  to  the 
Almighty  thus  to  encourage  the  spread  of  religious  error.  If  we 
forsake  God,  He  will  forsake  us. 

6thly,  Because  the  National  Church  must  necessarily  be  endan- 
gered by  the  granting  of  power  to  those  who  are  bound  to  believe 
it  to  be  either  heretical  or  schismatic,  who  question  the  validity 
of  its  holy  ordinances,  and  who  consider  its  temporalities  to  be 
usurpations :  not  only  will  the  power  conceded  by  this  Act  be  em- 
ployed to  undermine  the  Church  of  England  in  spiritual  matters, 
but  also  in  wresting  from  it  the  tithes  and  other  Church  property. 

7thly,  Because  civil  liberty  has  never  long  flourished  under  a 
Popish  Government:  in  proportion  as  Popery  acquires  power  the 
rights  of  the  people  will  be  invaded :  it  will  seek  to  controul  ihe 
liberty  of  thought,  word,  and  action ;  and;  when  Popish  influence 
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becomes  sufficiently  powerftd  in  Parliament^  the  liberty  of  the  press 
will  be  one  of  the  first  rights  attacked. 

8thly,  Because  the  more  power  is  given  to  Papists  the  greater 
encouragement  will  they  receive  to  establish  themselves  within 
these  dominions :  only  fifty  years  ago  there  were  not  seventy  thou- 
sand Boman  Catholics  in  Great  Britain;  whereas  at  the  present 
time  the  number  is  computed  at  upwards  of  five  hundred  thousand  : 
this  increase  has  been  the  consequence  of  temporal  encouragements 
held  out  by  Parliament :  it  is  therefore  natural  to  expect  that  after 
the  present  measure  Popery  will  fiurther  increase ;  and,  as  soon  as 
the  power  of  Rome  is  able  to  cope  with  those  professing  the  Pro- 
testant Faith,  those  scenes  of  religious  animosity  and  persecution 
witnessed  by  our  ancestors,  and  recorded  in  the  annals  of  Great 
Britain,  must  again  desolate  the  nation. 

9thly,  Because  this  Act  can  cure  none  of  the  evils  under  which 
Ireland  labours ;  neither  will  it  tranquillize  that  kingdom  :  the 
lower  orders,  who  have  been  led  to  expect  much  benefit,  must  soon 
find  out  their  error ;  they  must  still  sufier  many  hardships,  and  find 
abundant  causes  for  turbulence  and  discontent. 

lothly.  Finally,  because^  not  only  is  power  given  either  directly 
or  indirectly  to  the  Popish  priesthood  to  oppose^  and,  if  possible,  to 
subvert,  the  Protestant  Church  established  by  law,  but  every 
attempt  to  protect  this  true  religion^  by  the  insertion  of  clauses  in 
the  Committee,  has  been  resolutely  resisted  by  his  Majesty's 
Ministers,  and  finally  negatived. 

Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell. 

ist,  Because  the  religious  establishments  in  the  United  Kingdom 
are  and  have  long  been  Protestant  in  Church  and  State,  an4  have 
been  so  constituted  and  preserved  by  laws  made  to  restrain  eiibrts 
to  destroy  those  establishments  by  persons  professing  the  Roman 
Catholic  religion,  who  have  constantly  been  and  must  always  be,  in 
conformity  to  their  religious  opinions,  adverse  to  and  desirous  of 
destroying  every  Protestant  establishment,  and  the  freedom  of  re- 
ligions opinion  of  every  Protestant  religious  sect;  and  therefore 
the  Protestant  establishments  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  the 
freedom  of  religious  opinion  of  all  Protestants,  can  only  be  pro- 
tected from  attempts  of  Boman  Catholics  for  their  destruction  by 
laws  giving   superior  political   power  to  Protestants,  or  by  the 
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physical  power  of  the  Protestant  population  of  the  United  Kingdom 
so  far  exceeding  the  physical  power  of  the  Roman  Catholic  popnla- 
tion  as  to  render  any  attempt  of  the  Roman  Catholic  population  to 
obtain  superior  political  power  unavailing! 

2ndly,  Because  it  is  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  give  to  Roman 
CathoUcs  the  capacity  to  obtain  political  power,  which  may  become 
superior  to  the  political  power  possessed  at  the  same  time  by  Pro- 
testants, and  thereby  Roman  Catholics  may  be  enabled  to  destroy 
the  Protestant  establishments^  unless  the  physical  power  of  the 
Protestants  shall  be  suflScient  to  controul  by  force  the  political 
power  which  may  be  so  acquired  by  Roman  Catholics. 

3rdly,  Because,  although  the  physical  power  of  the  Protestant 
population  of  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland,  before  and  at  the  time  of 
the  Revolution  of  1688,  greatly  exceeded  the  physical  power  of  the 
Roman  Catholics,  yet  the  Roman  Catholics,  having  obtained  con- 
siderable political  power  contrary  to  the  established  laws,  the 
Protestant  establishments  were  brought  into  imminent  danger,  firom 
which  danger  they  were  rescued  by  the  superior  physical  power 
which  accomplished  that  Revolution;  and  they  have  since  been  pre- 
served by  further  laws  then  provided  for  that  purpose,  in  aid  of  the 
laws  before  provided  for  the  same  purpose. 

4thly,  Because  this  Bill,  if  it  could  pass  into  a  law,  will  repeal 
or  lessen  the  force  and  effect  of  those  laws ;  and  the  security  of  the 
Protestant  establishments  must  thenceforth  principally  depend  on 
the  superior  physical  power  of  Protestants^  arising  irom  their 
superior  numbers^  and  on  the  probability  that  their  superior  num- 
bers may  afford  them  the  means  also  of  obtaining  superior  political 
power. 

5thly^  Because  the  effect  of  the  Bill,  if  passed  into  a  law,  must 
therefore  be  to  produce  continual  struggles  for  political  power 
between  Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics  throughout  the  United 
Kingdom;  and,  as  the  Roman  Catholic  population  in  Ireland 
greatly  exceeds  in  number  the  Protestant  population  in  that  island, 
the  Roman  Catholics  will  have  in  Ireland  superior  physical  power, 
and  may  probably  thereby  obtain  superior  political  power  also,  in 
aid  of  their  superior  physical  power;  and  may,  by  the  union  of 
physical  and  political  power,  expel  or  subjugate  the  Protestant 
population  of  that  country,  and  separate  Ireland  from  Great 
Britain. 
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6thly,  Because,  if  this  Bill  should  pass  into  a  law,  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Protestant  establishments  in  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland^ 
and  the  union  of  Ireland  with  Oreat  Britain,  must  depend,  not  on 
the  laws  which  have  since  the  B.eyolution  of  1688  produced  the 
security  of  those  establishments,  or  on  the  contract  which  created 
the  union  of  the  two  islands,  but  on  the  superior  physical  force  of 
the  Protestants  of  the  United  Kingdom,  acting  as  one  body,  to 
counteract  the  superiority  of  the  physical  force  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  oyer  the  physical  force  of  the  Protestants  of 
that  country;  and  therefore  the  measure,  instead  of  tending  to 
produce  peace  in  Ireland,  may  probably  lead  to  a  disastrous  civil 
war,  produced  by  contention  for  political  power  and  attempts  to 
render  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  the  established  religion  in 
Ireland. 

John  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

For  the  fourth,  fifth,  and  sixth  reasons. 
Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  Falmouth. 

Because  I  think  this  Bill  is  a  g^eat  departure  from  the  principles 
of  the  Revolution  of  1688,  by  which,  in  my  opinion,  it  was  esta- 
blished that  the  Oovemment  of  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland  should 
be  conducted  wholly  by  Protestants ;  and  because  I  think  the  mea- 
Bore  is  calculated  to  give  encouragement  to  violence  and  disafiec- 
tion,  and  is  more  likely  to  lead  to  the  overthrow  of  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland,  which  I  consider  essential  to  the  maintenance  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty,  and  to  cause  the  dignities  and  revenues 
of  that  Church  to  be  transferred  to  a  Popish  priesthood,  than  to 
produce  permanent  tranquillity  in  Ireland. 

Charles  Abbott,  Lord  Tenterden. 

Oeorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Francis  Almeric  Spencer,  Lord  Churohill. 

James  Walter  Grimston,  Earl  of  Verulam. 

John  Maxwell  Barry,  Lord  Famham. 

Charles  Long,  Lord  Fttmborough. 

Robert  Jocelyn,  Lord  Clanbrassil  (Earl  of  Roden). 

Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  Falmouth. 

Charles  Bruce,  Marquis  of  Ailesbury. 

Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Edwaixl  Bootle  Wilbraham,  Lord  Skelmersdale. 

Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 
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Nicholas  YaDsittart,  Lord  Bexley. 
John  CuEt,  Earl  Brownlow. 

ist,  Because  this  Bill,  in  its  principle  and  enactments,  in  otff 
jadgment,  tends  materially  at  present  to  weaken,  and  threatens^ 
finally,  essentially  to  injure  that  establishment  in  Church  and  State 
which  was  formed  in  1688^  in  order  Hhat  our  religion,  laws^  aud 
liberties  might  not  again  be  in  danger  of  being  subverted.' 

2ndly,  Because  we  do  not  think  it  consistent  with  the  safety  and 
welfare  of  this  Protestant  kingdom^  in  which  no  person  reconciled 
to  or  holding  communion  with  the  See  or  Church  of  Rome,  or  pro- 
fessing the  Popish  religion,  is  by  law  capable  of  exercising  any 
regal  authority,  that  a  Protestant  King  should,  either  in  Par- 
liament or  with  respect  to  the  duties  attached  to  the  great  execu- 
tive oflBces  in  the  State  conferring  great  political  power,  be  advised 
by  persons  so  reconciled  or  holding  such  communion  or  professing 
such  religion. 

3rdly,  Because  it  appears  to  us,  that  when  the  Establishment  of 
1688  was  formed,  and  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  aud  Com- 
mons, are  in  our  Statutes  stated  to  have  taken  into  their  most 
serious  consideration  the  best  means  for  attaining  the  end  of  form- 
ing an  establishment,  in  order  that  our  religion,  laws,  and  liberties 
might  not  again  be  in  danger  of  being  subverted,  and  they  deemed 
it  fit  that  every  King  who  should  thereafter  come  to  and  succeed 
in  the  Imperial  Crown  of  this  realm  should  at  his  coronation  or  his 
coming  to  Parliament,  which  should  first  happen,  make,  subscribe, 
and  audibly  repeat  the  declaration  mentioned  in  the  Statute  made 
in  the  30th  year  of  Charles  the  Second,  intituled,  *  An  Act  for  the 
more  efiectually  preserving  the  King's  person  and  government,  by 
disabling  persons  professing  the  Popish  religion  to  sit  in  Parlia- 
ment,' and  also  thought  fit  to  continue  in  full  force  and  effect  the 
provisions  of  the  same  Statute  with  respect  to  Peers  and  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  claiming  to  sit  and  vote  in  the 
Houses  of  Parliament,  it  must  have  been  unquestionably  their 
opinion  that  the  Protestancy  of  the  King  alone  was  not  a  sufficient 
security  for  the  Protestant  Reformed  Established  Religion,  and  that 
it  must  then  have  been  the  intention  of  the  Legislature  that  the 
King,  Lords,  and  Commons  should  all  be  Protestants:— Protestant 
members  of  the  Legislature  of  a  Kingdom,  declared,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  its  laws,  to  be  a  Protestant  Kingdom. 
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4thly,  Because^  although  the  present  Bill  enacts,  among  other 
matters,  that  the  declaration  required  by  the  above-mentioned 
Statute  to  be  made  and  subscribed  shall  no  longer  be  required  to 
be  made  or  subscribed  by  any  of  his  Majesty's  subjects,  and  this 
enactment  appears  to  have  been  made  with  intent  to  the  enabling 
persons  professing  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  to  sit  in  Parlia- 
ment, the  Act  of  the  first  year  of  William  and  Mary  appears  still  to 
be  left  in  full  force  and  efiect,  which  requires  the  King  succeeding 
to  the  Imperial  Crown  of  this  Kingdom  to  make  and  subscribe  the 
declaration  contained  in  the  Act  of  the  30th  Charles  the  Second,  by 
its  title  stated  to  be  an  Act  for  more  effectually  preserving  the 
King's  person  and  government,  by  disabling  Papists  from  sitting 
in  Parliament. 

5thly,  Because  the  Statutes  which  have  been  referred  to  in  the 
course  of  the  debates  upon  this  Bill,  either  repealing  penal  acts 
heretofore  in  force  against  the  Roman  Catholics,  or  Statutes  alter- 
ing the  periods  at  which  persons  admitted  to  offices  and  places  of 
trust  were  to  take  the  oaths  required  to  be  taken  by  such  persons, 
or  the  Annual  Indemnity  Acts,  do  not,  in  our  opinion,  justify  the 
admission  of  Roman  Catholics  into  Parliament,  or  into  ofllces  of 
State  conferring  very  great  political  power,  into  which,  by  this  Act, 
they  are  to  be  admitted. 

6thly,  Because  it  appears  to  us,  that  it  cannot  be  reasonably 
hoped  that  persons  summoned  by  the  King's  writ  to  Parliament,  to 
advise  the  Crown  in  urgent  and  weighty  matters  concerning  the 
Church  and  State  of  this  Protestant  Kingdom,  if  they  are  con- 
sdentiously  attached  to  the  Church  of  Rome,  can  give  due  support 
to  oar  Established  Reformed  Protestant  Church,  its  concerns  and 
interests,  as  we  apprehend  it  may  be  made  to  appear,  upon  a  due 
consideration  of  the  decrees  and  canons  of  their  Church,  and  of  the 
oaths  required  to  be  taken  by  their  bishops  and  priests,  and  from 
the  writings  of  their  members,  that  there  is  reason  to  apprehend 
that  tliie  United  Protestant  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  and 
tiie  Protestant  Church  of  Scotland,  vrill  not  be  by  them  admitted  to 
be  branches  of  the  Catholic  Christian  Church. 

7thly,  Because  we  are  now  called  to  consent  to  admit  into  Par- 
liament and  into  offices  of  great  political  power  (with  the  exception 
only  of  offices  few  and  much  too  few  in  number)  those  who  are  by 
the  Bill  exempted  from  acknowledging  the  King's  Supremacy  in 
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matters  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual,  and  required  to  acknowledge  it 
only  in  matters  temporal  or  civil,  although  it  seems  to  us  that  it 
cannot  be  reasonably  denied,  that^  according  to  the  doctrines  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  jurisdiction  and  authority  in  matters  of  a  tem- 
poral and  civil  nature  have  been  usurped  and  exercised  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  connected  with  foreign  influence^  under  the 
pretence  that  such  matters  are  only  of  a  spiritual  nature,  or  that 
they  are  spiritual  only  because  the  authority  is  exercised  in  Ordine 
ad  Spiritualia, 

8thly^  Because,  although  persons  hereafter  becoming  members  in 
either  House  of  Parliament  are  not  to  be  required  to  make  the 
Declaration  contained  in  the  before-mentioned  Statute  of  Charles 
II,  we,  and  all  the  present  members  of  this  House,  have  solemnly 
professed,  in  the  presence  of  God,  our  disbelief  as  to  transubstan- 
tiation,  and  our  belief  that  the  Invocation  or  Adoration  of  the 
Virgin  Mary,  or  any  other  saint,  and  the  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass,  as 
they  are  now  used  in  the  Church  of  Home,  are  superstitious  and 
idolatrous,  and  the  Kings  of  this  realm  are  still  required,  as  above- 
mentioned,  solemnly  so  to  declare  upon  the  occasion  afore-men- 
tioned. 

9thly,  Because,  although  we  have  been  repeatedly  told  that  the 
present  measures  of  Parliament  are  measures  which  are  finally  to 
settle  a  long-agitated  question,  we  are  convinced,  regard  being  had 
to  the  feelings  of  the  King's  Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant 
subjects,  that  they  cannot  be  expected  to  have  such  effect;  and 
experience  seems  to  have  demonstrated  that  concession  does  not 
and  will  not  stifle  demand ;  and  the  declarations  of  persons,  both 
lay  and  ecclesiastical,  appear  to  sanction  the  opinion  that  conces- 
sions will  be  asked  as  long  as  anything  remains  that  can  be  con- 
ceded ;  and  the  rather,  because,  at  the  time  when  this  Bill  has  been 
brought  forward,  the  measure  may  probably  be  thought  to  be  the 
effect  of  intimidation. 

lothly,  Because,  though  the  Protestant  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland,  and  the  Protestant  Church  of  Scotland,  are  by  former  laws 
declared  to  be  churches  essentially  and  inviolably  to  be  maintained 
and  preserved,  such  Declaration  alone  cannot  be  effectual  inviolably 
to  maintain  them ;  and  if  this  Bill  tends  to  injure  those  Churches, 
and  repeal  enactments  of  law  necessary  for  their  support,  as  we 
think  it  does,  both  in  its  principle  and  enactments,  the  Declara- 
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tion  that  they  are  to  be  inviolably  maintained  can  give  them  no 
effectual  support. 

iithly^  Because  we  cannot  admit  that  any  such  necessity  for 
this  Bill  has  either  been  proved  or  stated  as  can  justify  our  assent 
to  it,  considering  the  serious  mischiefs,  both  to  the  Church  and 
State,  which  we  are  afraid  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill  will 
occasion. 

iizthly,  Because  we  are  now  about  to  tender  to  his  Majesty  this 
Bill  for  his  royal  assent,  and  his  Majesty  must  naturally  be 
induced  to  suppose  that  we  have  dutifully  and  fvlly  attended  to 
his  gracious  recommendation,  communicated  to  us  on  the  first  day 
of  ihe  Session^  in  which  he  was  pleased  to  recommend  to  us  to  take 
into  our  deliberate  consideration  the  whole  condition  of  Ireland, 
and  to  review  the  laws  which  impose  disabilities  on  his  Roman 
CathoUc  subjects,  and  to  consider  whether  the  removal  of  those 
disabilities  could  be  effected  consistently  with  the  great  object 
referred  to  in  his  Majesty's  recommendation^  the  Aill  and  perma- 
nent security  in  Church  and  State;  and,  according  to  his  Majesty's 
recommendation,  we  cannot  admit  that  this  House  has  taken  into 
its  deliberate  consideration  the  whole  condition  of  Ireland,  which 
consideration,  we  conceive  his  Majesty  deemed  to  be  necessary  in 
order  to  enable  us  to  judge  satisfactorily  whether  any  and  what 
disabilities  could  be  safely  removed. 

John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winohilsea  and  Not- 
tingham. 
Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 
Charles  Bruce,  Marquis  of  Ailesbury. 
Thomas  Buigess,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. 
Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
Charles  Gkorge  Percival,  Lord  Arden. 
Edward  Beetle  Wilbraham,  Lord  Skelmersdale. 
Nicholas  Yansittart,  Lord  Bexley. 
Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 
Charles  Marsham,  Earl  of  Bomney. 
Charles  Duncombe,  Lord  Feversham. 
Thomas  Pakenham,  Earl  of  Longford. 

Ceorge  Augustus  Frederic  Henry  Bridgman,  Earl  of  Bradford. 
John  Willoughby  Cole,  Earl  of  Enniskillen. 
John  Bolle,  Lord  BoUe. 
John  Bourke,  Earl  of  Mayo. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 
Thomas  Kobert  Drummond  Hay,  Lord  Hay  (Earl  of  Kinnoul). 
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William  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 
Robert  Edward  King,  Viscount  Lorton. 
Charles  Henry  St.  John  O'Neill,  Earl  O'NeilL 
John  Custj  Earl  Brownlow. 
James  Walter  Grimston,  Earl  of  Vemlam. 
John  Maxwell  Barry,  Lord  Famham. 
William  O'Brien,  Marquis  of  Thomond. 
Henry  Addington,  Viscount  Sidmouth. 
George  Gbrdon  (Earl  of  Norwich),  Duke  of  Qordon. 
Charles  Long,  Lord  Famboroui^. 
Edward  Digby,  Earl  Digby. 

Robert  Jocelyn,  Lord  Clanbrassil  (Earl  of  Roden). 
Cropley  Ashley  Cooper,  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 
Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  Falmouth. 

let,  Because^  though  a  full  and  complete  religious  toleration  be 
the  inalienable  right  of  every  individual  in  the  State,  yet  still  poli- 
tical power  cannot  justly  be  demanded  by  any  dissenting  sect, 
whenever  the  concession  of  that  power  appears  to  be  inconsistent 
with  the  security  and  wel&re  of  the  community  at  large. 

2ndly,  Because,  since  the  period  of  the  Reformation^  the  Romui 
Catholic  Church  ever  has  been  and  is  determinately  hostile  to  the 
cause  of  Protestantism,  and  to  the  principles  of  liberty^  civil  and 
religious ;  the  members,  therefore^  of  that  Church,  are  inadmissible 
to  be  the  legislators  of  a  Protestant  country. 

3rdly,  Because  many  of  the  tenets  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
are  directly  opposed  to  the  doctrines  of  Christianity  as  promulgated 
in  the  Revealed  Word  of  Almighty  God. 

4th1y^  Because^  for  these  and  other  reasons,  as  a  bishop  of  our 
pure  and  reformed  Church,  I  feel  myself  called  upon  to  enter  this 
my  protest  against  the  Bill  admitting  Roman  Catholics  into  the 
higher  offices  of  the  State,  and  into  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament. 

George  Henry  Law,  Bishop  of  Bath  and  WellB. 

For  the  first,  second,  and  third  reasons. 

John  Maxwell  Barry,  Lord  Eamham. 

Robert  Jocelyn,  Lord  Clanbrassil  (Earl  of  Roden). 


ist^  Because  at  a  period  when  the  conduct  of  the  Irish  Romanists 
had  been,  and  for  a  long  course  of  time,  so  outrageous  and  incon- 
sistent with  all  legitimate  government^  no  concession  whatever 
should  have  been  granted  to  them ;  still  less  should  they,  in  the 
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fifcce  of  their  declarations  of  hostility  to  the  United  Church  Estab- 
lishment of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  of  their  expressed  desire 
to  separate  Ireland  from  Great  Britain^  have  been  invested  with 
political  power. 

2ndly,  Because  the  present  Bill,  when  enacted  into  a  law,  will 
afford  a  permanent  recorded  legislative  precedent,  holding  out,  for 
ever,  encouragement  to  the  promotion  of  sedition  and  rebellion,  by 
the  grant  of  the  highest  possible  reward. 

Richard  le  Poer  Trench,  Viscount  Olanoarty  (Earl  of  Clancarty). 
James  Walter  Grimston,  Earl  of  Verulam. 
John  Maxwell  Barry,  Lord  Famham. 
Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 


DCXLIX,   DCL. 

Apeil  10,  1829. 

The  Qualification  of  Freeholders  (Ireland)  Bill  was  read  a  third  time 
and  passed  thb  day,  lo  George  III,  cap.  8. 
It  elicited  the  following  protests. 

ist.  Because  to  seize  upon  and  to  confiscate  the  indubitable 
rights,  privileges,  and  firanchises  of  unoffending  citizens,  unaccused, 
unheard,  untried,  by  whole  descriptions,  by  hundreds  and  thousands 
together^  is  in  utter  subversion  of  that  immutable  law  of  true 
justice  which  is  at  once  the  vital  principle  and  the  most  beautiful 
ieatnre  in  the  British  Constitution. 

2ndly,  Because  it  is  in  direct  violation  of  the  Great  Charter  of 
the  liberties  of  England,  which  enacts,  '  That  no  freeman  shall  be 
disseized  or  estoined  of  lands,  chattels,  franchises,  or  of  any  right, 
without  lawful  judgment  of  his  Peers.' 

3rdly,  Because  the  same  security  is  confirmed  to  the  people  in 
the  Petition  of  Right,  but  now  will  be  encroached  upon. 

4thly^  Because  it  is  in  defiance  of  the  Act  for  the  further  limi- 
tation of  the  Crown,  and  better  securing  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
tiie  subject,  which  sets  forth,  '  That  the  laws  of  England  are  the 
birthright  of  the  people  thereof.' 

5thly,  Because  we  are  of  opinion  that  such  sacred  Statutes  ought 
not  to  be  invaded  without  due  caution  and  deliberate  consideration, 
at  least,  nor  without  the  clearest  demonstration  of  an  insurmount- 
able State  necessity. 
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6thly,  Because  we  deem  the  arbitrary  enactment  of  an  ^  j)Ost 
facto  law,  for  the  summary  as  well  as  final  destruction^  without 
appeal  or  compensation,  not  only  of  the  vested  rights  of  life 
interests,  but  even  of  those  hereditary  privileges  which  belong  to 
fee-simple  estates,  is  as  contrary  to  the  spirit  and  practice  of  the 
British  Constitution  as  it  is  harsh  and  severe  in  its  retrospective 
operation  upon  those  who  may  happen  to  be  affected  by  it. 

7thly,  Because,  arguing  from  analogy  of  that  Act  of  the  Irish 
Union  which  granted,  by  authority  of  Parliament^  pecuniary  com- 
pensation amounting  to  above  <^i, 200,000  to  those  cities  and 
boroughs  which  consented  to  resign  their  Elective  Charters,  and 
from  that  Act  of  1746  which^  in  relation  to  Scotland,  granted 
upwards  of  half  a  million  of  money  in  compensation  for  the  de- 
privation of  heritable  jurisdictions^  as  well  as  &om  that  Article  of 
the  Scotch  Union  which  r^ serves^  among  others,  superiorities^  as 
rights  of  property,  to  the  owners  thereof,  we  feel  bound  to  con- 
sider the  elective  franchise  of  Ireland  in  the  double  light  of  a  privi- 
lege and  a  property  of  computable  pecuniary  value^  and  most 
therefore  view  any  arbitrary  deprivation  of  both,  without  compen- 
sation, in  the  sense  of  a  spoliation. 

8thly,  Because  we  are  of  opinion  that  the  ulterior  consequences 
of  this  measure  will  be  a  successful  endeavour,  by  many  Irish 
landlords,  to  eject  a  vast  number  of  the  existing  leaseholders  from 
their  40^.  freeholds,  in  the  intention  of  consolidating  the  same  into 
£\o  freeholds^  for  the  sinister  purposes  of  political  influence ; 
whereof  the  consequences,  in  a  country  destitute  of  any  refuge 
established  by  law  for  the  preservation  of  the  unfortunate  pauper 
from  misery  and  starvation,  will  be  to  reduce  multitudes  of  these 
ejected  freeholders  to  the  shocking  alternative  of  starvation  at  home 
or  of  seeking  refuge  in  the  poor  laws  of  England  and  Scotland,  to 
the  great  prejudice  and  detriment  of  the  labourers,  and  to  the 
increased  burthens  of  both  nations. 

9thly,  Because  we  deem  it  most  unfit  and  indecorous,  that  a 
measure  fraught  with  such  important  and  serious  consequences 
should  be  carried  with  unbridled  haste,  under  cover  of  another  mea- 
sure absorbing  the  whole  public  attention. 

lothly.  Because  we  think  it  inconsonant  with  the  usages  and 
derogatory  to  the  character  and  dignity  of  Parliament,  to  consent 
ever  to  abrogate  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  humble  classes  of 
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his  Majesty's  nnoffending  subjects^  on  the  bare  asseveration  of  the 
King's  ministers  of  ihe  existence  of  a  case  of  expediency,  or  even  of 
a  State  necessify,  for  so  extraordinary  a  measure,  without  further 
inquiiy. 

iithly.  Because,  further,  whilst  we  acknowledge  indubitably  a 
supreme  authority  in  Parliament  to  legislate  in  the  spirit  of  justice, 
we  deny  its  title  to  an  arbitrary  power  to  legislate  in  the  spirit 
of  injustice^  especially  in  the  summary  and  unexplained  destruc- 
tion of  that  immediate  constituency,  through  its  responsibility 
to  which,  at  all  times,  one  estate  of  Parliament  derives  its  only 
eoDstitutional  power,  as  it  previously  had  derived  its  creation. 

I2thly,  Because  we  cannot  but  bear  in  mind  that  the  elective 
franchise  in  England  is  built  upon  similar  and  no  more  secure 
foundation  than  those  we  are  about  to  tear  away ;  and  that  this, 
therefore,  at  a  future  moment  of  public  apathy,  may  be  drawn  into 
a  dangerous  precedent,  in  justification  of  a  corresponding  curtail- 
ment of  the  elective  rights  of  the  yeomanry  of  England. 

I3thly,  Because  we  cannot  but  recollect  that  the  preservation 
and  security  of  all  public  and  private  property  rest  upon  no  other 
basis  than  the  moral  inviolability  of  those  principles  which  we  are 
now  about  to  overthrow,  upon  a  declaration  by  ministers,  that 
Pariiament  must  consent  to  this  measure  of  injustice  and  restric- 
ticm,  as  the  necessary  price  and  appendage  of  one  of  concession. 

I4thly,  Because  we  deem  this  principle  of  barter,  in  questions  of 
justice  and  I^slation,  as  dangerous  in  its  consequences  as  it  is 
lepolsive  and  unseemly  in  its  inmiediate  character. 

I5thly,  Because,  whilst  we  are  most  willing  and  anxious  to 
correct  every  proved  abuse,  we  cannot  consent  to  commence  the 
reformation  of  any  part  of  the  State  by  its  subversion. 

Charies  Lennox,  Duke  of  Biehmond. 
Charles  Henry  St.  John  O'Neill,  Earl  O'NeiU. 
Alexander    Douglas     Hamilton,     Duke    of     Hamilton     and 
Brandon. 

1st,  Because  that  although,  in  my  opinion,  the  elective  franchise 
in  Ireland  requires  regulation,  yet  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are 
Wghly  unconstitutional,  inasmuch  as  they  require  that  the  qualifi- 
cations to  enable  freeholders  to  vote  at  elections  for  counties  in 
Ireland,  shall  be  decided  on  by  officers  appointed  by  the  Crown, 
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removable  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown,  paid  by  the  Crown,  and 
possibly  looking  up  to  the  Government  for  the  time  being  for  pro- 
fessional promotion,  and  therefore,  under  its  direct  influence. 

2ndly,  Because  this  Bill  does  not  give  any  efiective  appeal 
against  the  decision  of  such  officers,  that  which  is  provided  by  it 
being  of  so  expensive  a  nature  as  not  to  be  available  by  the  m^or 
part  of  the  freeholders  of  Ireland. 

3Tdly,  Because  it  appears  to  me  that,  by  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  a  corrupt  and  arbitrary  Government  may  obtain  an  undue 
power  over  the  constituency  of  Ireland,  and,  by  such  influence, 
procure  the  return  of  members  to  the  House  of  Commons  sub- 
servient to  their  views,  and  thus  endanger  the  liberties  of  the 
people. 

4thly,  Because,  in  my  opinion,  the  fit  and  proper  tribunal  to 
enquire  into  the  qualification  of  freeholders  to  vote  at  elections  for 
counties  would  be  the  magistrates  of  such  county,  t<^ether  with 
the  assistant  barrister  (their  powers  being  co-ordinate),  with  an 
efiective  appeal  from  their  decision  when  required;  thus  the 
magistracy  would  be  able  to  counteract  any  undue  bias  of  the 
Bssistaiit  barrislTer^  if  such  should  exist,  and  the  assistant  barrister 
would  check  any  party  feeling  which  might  be  suffered  to  influence 
the  magistracy. 

5thly^  Because  the  Bill  makes  no  provision  for  the  regulation  of 
the  elective  franchise  in  cities,  counties  of  cities  and  towns,  in  which 
abuses  exist,  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  freeholders,  to  a  gi>eater 
extent  than  in  counties  at  large. 

John  Maxwell  Barry,  Lord  Famham. 

DCLI. 

Pbbeuart  4,  1830. 

The  King's  Speech,  read  on  this  day,  alluded  to  the  fact  that  *  great 
distress  prevailed  among  the  agricultural  and  manufacturing  classes  in 
some  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom/  but  deprecated  *  any  relaxation  of  the 
determination  of  the  House  to  keep  inviolate  the  public  credit.'  On  this 
Earl  Stanhope,  ascribing  the  distress  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Peel  had 
lowered  the  sliding  scale,  and  commenting  on  the  resistance  which  the 
late  Lord  Redesdale  had  shown  to  the  measure,  moved  an  amendmait  to 
the  effect  that  the  House  would  forthwith  enquire  into  the  causes  of  the 
distress.  Lord  King  also  moved  an  amendment,  censuring  Protection  of 
aU  kinds.    Lord  Stanhope's  motion  was  negatived  by  71  to  9,  and  Lord 
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King's  appears  to  have  been  negatived  without  a  diyision.    The  following 
px)te6t  was  eniared. 

ist,  Because  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  Parliament  to  examine 
the  causes  of  public  distress,  and,  as  far  as  may  be  in  its  power, 
to  administer  speedy  and  eflTectual  relief. 

andly,  Because  the  grievous  distress  which  now  afflicts  the 
country  in  many  branches  of  productive  industry  appears  to  be 
tk  result  of  legislative  measures,  and  might  therefore  be  relieved, 
if  not  altogether  removed,  by  a  different  course  of  policy,  par- 
ticolarly  with  respect  to  the  currency,  as  the  alteration  in  its 
vihie  has  greatly  increased  the  weight  of  all  the  public  burthens 
and  of  all  the  private  engagements,  which  existed  previously  to 
that  alteration. 

jrdly,  Because  the  relief  which  ought  to  be  administered  cannot 
be  delayed  without  injury  and  injustice,  and  also  without  danger 
to  tie  country,  of  which  the  welfare  must  be  destroyed,  and  of 
which  the  tranquillity  might  be  disturbed,  by  a  continuanee  of 
the  distress  which  is  now  suffered. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

For  first  and  third  reasons. 

Charles  Lennox,  Duke  of  Biohmond. 

DCLII. 

Febbua&t  25,  1830. 

On  this  day  Eu>l  Stanhope  moved  for  a  'committee  to  enquire  into 
the  state  of  the  agriculture  and  manufacture  of  the  Kingdom,  for  the 
porpoBe  of  ascertaining  whether  any  aud  what  relief  can  be  obtained 
by  an  extension  of  foreign  trade,*  Hansard,  New  Series,  vol.  xxii,  p.  928. 
The  motion  was  negatived  by  118  to  25.  The  following  protest  was 
entered. 

1st,  Because  we  are  convinced  that  the  distress  which  prevailed 
in  this  Kingdom  at  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament,  and  which  his  Majesty  must  have  been 
bduced  to  believe,  and  have  been  advised  to  represent  to  Par- 
liament, as  partial,  was  at  that  period  most  severely  felt  in  almost 
d  parts  of  the  Kingdom,  and  that  it  has  since  increased,  and 
continues  to  increase. 

2Bdly,  Because  it  has  been  stated  to  Parliament  that  the  distress, 
80  represented  to  be  only  partial,  was  to  .be  attributed  to  the 
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seasons,  and  to  other  xBases  not  under  legislative  control;  and 
the  representation  so  made,  whilst  it  states  a  self-evident  truth 
respecting  the  seasons,  omits  all  mention  what  such,  the  other 
causes  of  distress,  are,  and  Parliament  therefore  has  not  the  means 
of  ascertaining,  without  fiirther  enquiry,  whether  such  other  causes 
are  or  are  not  under  legislative  control* 

3rdly,  Because  we  think  that  it  is  the  duty  of  this  House  not 
to  rest  satisfied  with  respect  to  a  matter  of  such  importance, 
without  instituting  a  solemn  enquiry,  in  order  to  ascertain  what 
are  the  causes  which  have  produced  extreme  distress  throughout 
the  Kingdom^  or  the  greatest  part  thereof;  and  whether  that 
distress  can  by  any  and  what  legislative  measures  be  removed 
or  alleviated ;  and  because  it  is,  we  conceive,  the  duty  of  Par- 
liament, without  any  delay,  to  the  utmost  of  its  power,  by  all 
just  means,  to  endeavour  to  remove  or  alleviate  it. 

4thly,  Because  we  think,  that  if  it  should  be  found,  upon 
satisfactory  enquiry,  that  the  causes  of  the  distress  cannot  be 
removed,  or  the  distress  be  alleviated  by  the  Legislature,  hia 
Majesty's  subjects  will  not  feil  duly  to  appreciate  the  earnest 
endeavours  of  Parliament  to  relieve  them,  and  that  they  will  cease 
to  labour  under  an  aggravation  of  the  distress  occasioned  by  their 
present  belief,  that,  if  the  distress  cannot  be  wholly  removed^  it 
may  be  materially  alleviated,  an  aggravation  of  distress  from  which 
it  may  be  in  the  power  of  Parliament  to  relieve  them,  by  ascer- 
taining what  are  (other  than  the  seasons)  the  causes  of  the  distress, 
and  whether  such  other  causes  are  or  are  not  under  legislative 
<jontrol. 

John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

John  Rushout^  Lord  Northwick. 

Francis  Almeric  Spencer,  Lord  Churchill. 

Henry  Francis  Roper  Curzon,  Lord  Teynham. 

Charles  Lennox,  Duke  of  Bichmond  and  Iiennoz. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 

DCLIII. 

Maech  28,  1880. 

In  1826  Pedro  IV,  King  of  Portugal,  abdicated  the  crown  of  Portuffal 
(electing  that  of  Brazil)  in  favour  of  his  daughter  Maria.     His  brother. 
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however,  Dom  Miguel,  obtained  possession  of  the  crown  in  1828,  and 
retained  it  till  1833,  when  Maria  regained  it.  The  following  protest 
wfere  to  certain  proceedings  of  Captain  Walpole,  who  prevented  a  number 
of  Portugaeee  from  sailing  to  Terceira  from  Plymouth ;  the  debate 
having  been  originated  by  Lord  Clanricarde.  See  Hansard,  vol.  xxiu, 
p.  737.    The  motion  was  rejected  by  126  to  31. 

Because  the  forcible  detention  or  interruption  of  the  subjects 
of  a  belligerent  state  upon  the  high  seas  or  within  the  legitimate 
jurisdiction  of  either  of  the  belligerents,  by  a  neutral,  constitutes 
a  (Erect  breach  of  neutrality,  and  is  an  obvious  violation  of  the 
law  of  nations.  And  such  an  act  of  aggression,  illegal  and  unjust 
at  all  times  against  a  people  with  whom  the  interfering  power 
is  not  actually  at  war,  assumed  in  this  instance  a  yet  more  odious 
and  ungenerous  aspect,  inasmuch  as  it  was  exercised  against  the 
unarmed  subjects  of  a  defenceless  and  friendly  sovereign,  whose 
deration  and  right  to  the  Crown  of  Portugal  had  been  earnestly 
recommended  and  openly  recognized  by  his  Majesty,  and  whose 
act^ial  residence  in  Great  Britain,  bespeaking  confidence  in  the 
friendship  and  protection  of  the  King,  entitled  both  her  and  her 
subjects  to  especial  fevour  and  countenance,  even  if  considerations 
of  pohcy  precluded  his  Majesty^s  government  from  enforcing  her 
just  pretensions  by  arms. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  VassaU,  Lord  HoUancL 

Ulick  John  De  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 

George  Howard,  Earl  of  Carlisle.    . 

Granville  Leveson  Gower,  Viscount  Ghranville. 

William  Frederic,  Duke  of  Gloucester. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 

Peter  Leopold  Louis  Francis  Cowper,  Earl  Cowper. 

William  Lamb,  Viscount  Melbourne. 

Charles  £.0Be  Ellis,  Lord  Seaford. 

Peter  King,  Lord  King. 

George  Calthorpe,  Lord  Calthorpe. 

Henry  George  Herbert,  Earl  of  Carnarvon. 


DCLIV. 

April  2,  1830, 

The  borough  of  East  Betford  had  long  been  scandalous  for  corruption^ 
«»d  the  House  of  Commons  at  last  took  cognizance  of  the  fact,  collected 
*^ence,  and  passed  a  Bill  to  extend  the  franchise  from  the  borough 
to  the  himdred  of  Bassetlaw.     In  order  to  obtain  sufficient  evidence, 
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it  became  expedient  to  indemnify  persons  who  gave  evidence  bearing 
on  the  facts.  This  was  done  by  1 1  Gkorge  IV,  cap.  1 2,  and  it  was  against 
the  third  reading  of  this  Bill  that  the  following  protest  is  directed.  The 
Act  to  prevent  Bribery  and  Corruption  in  East  Betford  is  1 1  (Jeorge  IV, 
and  I  William  IV.  cap.  74. 

ist,  Because  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  presuppose  an  insufficiency 
of  evidence,  and  the  consequent  necessity  of  resorting  to  extra- 
ordinary means  to  procure  it,  in  the  matter  of  a  Bill  lately  brought 
up  from  the  Commons,  and  intituled  '  An  Act  to  prevent  bribery 
and  corruption  in  the  election  of  burgesses  to  serve  in  Parliament 
for  the  borough  of  East  Retford' ;  whereas  the  decision  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  founded,  first,  upon  the  report  of  a 
tribunal  appointed  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  try  elections,  and 
armed  with  all  necessary  powers  for  that  purpose,  and  secondly, 
upon  the  result  of  their  own  enquiries,  raises  a  reasonable  pre- 
sumption, at  least,  that  grounds  sufficient  to  enable  us  to  come 
to  a  sound  determination  on  the  legislative  measure  before  the 
House  may  be  obtained  without  a  special  suspension  of  the  ordinary 
rules  of  evidence,  and  an  anomalous  purchase  of  truth  by  an  extension 
of  impunity  to  offenders. 

andly.  Because  the  recourse  to  such  a  preliminary  act  of  power, 
for  the  purpose  of  procuring  evidence,  implies,  (and  the  preamble 
directly  asserts,)  before  any  petition  has  been  presented  to  this 
House  against  the  East  Retford  Bill,  that  an  examination  of 
witnesses  at  the  Bar  is  absolutely  necessary,  and  thereby  sanctions 
a  notion,  in  my  opinion  erroneous,  mischievous  and  unconstitutional, 
namely,  that  the  Bill  that  has  lately  passed  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  all  other  measures  of  a  like  nature,  are  Bills  of  pains  and 
penalties,  partaking  of  a  judicial  character,  and  requiring  all  that 
special  and  cautious  regard  to  legal  forms  which  distinguishes 
this*  House  in  the  discharge  of  its  judicial  ftmctions,  and  which 
it  wisely  and  mercifully  extends  to  such  legislative  acts  as  pro- 
nounce sentence  or  inflict  punishment,  as  well  as  to  such  as  decide 
between  parties  applying  for  the  interference  of  the  Legislature, 
their  respective  properties  and  rights.  But  a  Bill  of  regulation 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  bribery  and  corruption,  and  pre- 
serving the  purity  of  representation  in  the  Commons'  House  of 
Parliament,  is  not  ex  vi  termini  either  a  private  Bill  or  a  Bill  of 
pains  and  penalties,  and   may  consequently  be  adopted  by   Par- 
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liament  eonfiistently  with  reason  and  usage,  on  a  moral  oonviction 
of  its  justice,  necessity  or  expediencj,  without  subjecting  the  &cts 
or  considerations  which  lead  to  its  adoption  to  legal  proof  at  the 
Bar  of  the  House. 

The  privilege  vested  by  charter  in  any  corporation  to  send 
members  to  Parliament  appears  to  me  a  trust  and  not  a  property. 
The  individual  elected  in  virtue  of  such  privileges,  though  the 
immediate  delegate  of  his  constituents,  is,  according  to  the  maxims 
of  our  Constitution,  a  member  of  the  supreme  Legislature  of  the 
Empire,  invested  with  a  share  of  the  representation  of  the  people 
at  large,  for  whose  benefit  he  is  bound  to  exercise  his  Amotions. 
It  follows,  that  the  right  of  choosing  such  a  representative,  when 
conferred  by  any  instrument  or  usage  on  any  separate  body  of  men, 
is  a  trust  confided  to  that  body  of  men  for  the  benefit  and  advantage 
of  the  whole  community.  If,  therefore,  that  trust  be  so  admin* 
istered  as  notoriously  to  defeat  the  objects  for  which  it  was  created, 
and,  by  polluting  the  sources  from  whence  one  branch  of  the 
Legislature  is  supplied,  to  lower  the  character  and  impair  the 
authority  of  the  House  of  Commons,  the  Parliament  is  justified, 
by  reason  and  analogy,  in  proceeding,  on  such  moral  conviction 
as  guides  it  in  every  other  measure  of  regulation  or  reform,  to 
revoke,  limit,  enlarge  or  transfer  that  trust  in  the  way  and  to 
the  extent  which  it  deems  most  conducive  to  the  advantage  of 
the  community. 

The  most  sacred  and  important  trust  which  by  law  can  be 
reposed  in  human  authority,  namely,  the  Crown  itself,  has  been 
repeatedly  in  our  history  limited,  regulated  and  transferred  by 
the  King,  Lords  and  Commons  in  Parliament  assembled,  without 
any  minute  and  juridical  investigation  of  &cts,  and  without  that 
attention  to  technical  rules  and  cautious  forms  which  properly 
distinguish  our  judicial  proceedings,  but  are  utterly  inapplicable 
and  would  be  inconvenient  in  those  which  have  for  their  object 
the  moulding  a  Government  to  the  exigencies  and  interests  of 
the  governed.  On  the  same  principles,  the  persons  and  places 
entitled  to  vote  by  themselves  or  their  representatives  in  the 
Scottish  Parliament,  before  the  union  with  that  Kingdom,  hacl 
those  privileges  regulated,  curtailed,  modified  or  suppressed  by  a 
Legislative  Act,  without  any  legal  proof  of  delinquency  or  any 
judicial  investigation  of  the  nature  and  extent  of  such  privileges, 


72  PROTESTS.  a.d.  1830. 

or  of  the  manner  in  which  they  had  been  exercised.  The  legislative 
union  with  Ireland  also  deprived  the  majority  of  the  Irish  Peers 
of  their  votes  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  no  inconsiderable  number 
of  boroughs  of  their  right  to  send  burgesses  to  Parliament ;  and 
although  certain  compensations  were  granted  to  the  latter,  neither 
the  preamble  of  the  legislative  act  so  depriving  them  of  privileges, 
or  compensating  them  for  the  loss,  nor  the  grounds  which  induced 
the  Parliament  to  pass  it,  were  subjected  to  legal  proof.  More 
recently,  a  large  body  of  freeholders,  entitled  by  common  and  by 
statute  law  to  vote  for  knights  of  the  shire  in  that  Kingdom,  have 
been  deprived  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  of  that  privilege;  and 
the  said  Act  of  Parliament,  so  far  from  being  subjected  to  such 
judicial  proceedings  as  usually  attend  private  Bills  or  Bills  of  pains 
and  penalties  in  this  House,  passed  the  Legislature  without  ad- 
mitting the  petitioners  against  it  to  be  heard  by  themselves  or 
their  counsel,  or  to  adduce  evidence  against  the  allegations  of  the 
preamble  in  either  House  of  Parliament.  Concurring,  therefore, 
with  the  greatest  constitutional  authority  that  ever  sat  in  this 
House,  Lord  Somers,  that  'there  are  many  things  plain  and 
evident,  beyond  the  testimony  of  any  witnesses,  which  yet  can 
never  be  proved  in  a  legal  way,'  I  was  unwilling,  by  inference, 
to  sanction  a  principle  which  would  fetter  the  functions  of  this 
House  in  the  exercise  of  our  legislative  discretion  and  authority, 
and  confine  our  power  of  regulating  and  reforming  abuses  in 
the  representation  to  such  cases  only  as  are  susceptible  of  strict 
legal  proof. 

3rdly,  Because,  if  the  House  of  Lords  were  to  establish  the 
practice  of  proceeding  usual  in  private  Bills  or  in  Bills  of  pains 
and  penalties,  as  indispensable  in  Bills  of  regulation  and  reform 
in  matters  of  election,  great  delay  would  ensue,  and  various 
impediments  be  thrown  in  the  way  of  such  wholesome  reforms 
as  the  lapse  of  time  and  the  exigencies  of  the  country  are  likely 
to  require ;  and  such  impediment  originating  in  scruples  of  this 
House,  warranted  by  neither  reason,  analogy  nor  example,  would 
be  highly  injurious  to  the  character  of  this  House,  as  well  as  to 
the  progress  of  sound  improvement  and  wholesome  legislation  in 
the  country. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 
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DCLV. 
July  12,  1830. 

The  Act  1 1  George  IV,  and  i  William  IV,  cap.  69,  made  considerable 
changes  in  the  process  of  administering  justice  in  the  Session's  Court  of 
Scotland,  especially  by  instituting  trial  by  jury  in  civil  cases.  It  appears 
that  the  legal  bodies  in  Scotland  petitioned  against  it.  The  opposition  in 
the  Lords  came  from  Lord  Eldon,  Lord  Wynford,  and  Lord  Lauderdale. 
The  second  reading  was  carried  without  a  division,  and  the  following 
protest  entered. 

1st,  Because  it  appears  to  us  as  unprecedented  as  it  is  indecorous, 
that  a  Bill  of  such  high  importance,  which  has  for  its  object 
regulating  and  new-modelling  the  proceedings  of  the  Court  of 
S^don^  of  the  Court  of  Justiciary,  of  the  Jury  Court,  of  the  Court 
of  Exchequer,  of  the  Consistorial  and  Maritime  Courts,  and  even  of 
the  Sheriffs'  Courts  in  Scotland,  should  be  pressed  on  the  consider- 
ation of  this  House  at  a  period  so  near  the  conclusion  of  the  Session 
as  to  render  it  impossible  for  the  members  of  this  House  to  bestow 
upon  it  that  attention  which  it  is  their  bounden  duty  to  give  to  a 
measure  on  the  details  of  which  depends  the  due  administration  of 
justice  in  all  its  branches  throughout  Scotland. 

2ndly,  Because  we  feel  it  our  duty  to  express  our  regret  and 
astonishment  that  a  government,  who  may  justly  pride  itself  upon 
the  benefits  it  has  bestowed  on  this  country,  by  simplifying  and 
consolidating  many  branches  of  our  laws,  should  be  induced  to 
recommend  to  this  House  a  Bill  which  purports  to  alter  and  amend 
all  the  Acts  hitherto  passed  for  establishing  trial  by  jury  in  civil 
causes  in  Scotland,  but  which  contains  no  one  definite  or  direct 
alteration  or  amendment  of  those  laws,  and  alone  attempts  to  effect 
its  avowed  object  by  declaring  '  that  all  the  provisions  of  these  Acts 
shall  remain  in  force  in  so  &r  as  not  inconsistent  with  this  Act,' 
thus  leaving  the  law  of  Scotland  on  these  important  subjects  in  the 
unprecedented  and  uncertain  state  of  being  only  to  be  inferred  from 
what^  to  the  minds  of  those  whose  duty  it  is  to  expound  it,  may 
appear  consistent  or  inconsistent  with  the  vague  enactments  of  a 
Bill,  the  only  argument  in  &vour  of  which,  used  by  its  advocates 
out  of  this  House,  is,  that  it  may  be  amended  in  a  fiiture  Parlia- 
ment. 

3rdly,  Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  throughout  so  loose 
and  indefinite,  and  there  is  such  a  complete  want  of  all  enactments 
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about  the  mode  of  carrying  it  into  execution,  that  it  appears  to  us 
to  be  in  truth  an  unlimited  delegation  to  the  Court  of  Session^  to 
accomplish  by  act  of  sederunt  that  which  the  constitution  of  our 
country  requires  should  be  enacted  by  law. 

4thly,  Because,  anxious  as  we  are  to  see  trial  by  jury  introduced 
into  the  supreme  civil  courts  of  Scotland,  we  must  think  that  the 
mode  of  conducting  jury  trials,  as  proposed  by  this  Bill,  has  a 
tendency  to  defeat  that  great  object,  by  the  evidence  its  enactments 
afford,  that,  in  the  estimation  of  the  Legislature,  the  judges  to 
whom  the  charge  of  conducting  it  is  to  be  entrusted  are  at  present 
incapable  of  executing  the  duty. 

For  to  us  it  appears  that,  though  the  task  of  preparing  jury 
causes  for  trial  is  entrusted  to  the  Lords  Ordinary,  the  provision 
that  they  may  have  recourse  for  advice  and  assistance  to  the  Lord 
President  of  the  division  to  which  they  belong,  or  to  the  Lord 
Chief  Commissioner,  strongly  insinuates  doubts  of  their  capacity  to 
execute  the  duty. 

We  must  also  be  of  opinion,  that  prohibiting  the  presidents  of 
either  division,  to  whom  the  instruction  of  the  Lords  Ordinary  is 
entrusted,  from  conducting  a  trial  by  jury  for  the  next  thfee  years, 
unless  in  the  presence  of  the  Lord  Chief  Commissioner  or  one  of 
the  Judges  of  the  Jury  Court,  can  only  be  construed  to  be,  on  the 
part  of  the  Legislature,  a  direct  declaration  of  their  incapacity  to 
perform  the  duty  imposed  on  them,  except  when  aided  by  the 
instructions  of  one  of  those  Judges,  under  whom  it  seems  to  us 
to  be  enacted  that  they  should  for  three  years  serve'  an  apprentice- 
ship. 

To  us  it  therefore  appears,  that  this  proposed  mode  of  uniting 
the  benefits  of  jury  trial  with  the  ordinary  jurisdiction  of  the  Court 
of  Session  cannot  fail  to  be  attended  with  the  fatal  effect  of  lower- 
ing, in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  that  character  for 
talent,  industry  and  ability  which  the  Judges  presiding  over  the 
Two  Chambers  have  so  justly  and  so  deservedly  acquired,  and  that 
it  thus  tends  to  impair  their  power  of  rendering  service  to  their 
country,  not  only  in  the  performance  of  their  new  duties,  but  also 
in  the  execution  of  those  more  important  duties  which  they  have 
hitherto  discharged  with  such  credit  to  themselves. 

5thly,  Because,  far  from  agreeing  in  the  propriety  of  transferring 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Consistorial  Court  of  Scotland  to  the  Court 
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of  Session,  we  feel  it  oar  duty  to  reprobate  the  measure  of  abolish- 
ing a  Court  which  for  centuries  has  exercised  its  jurisdiction  with 
credit  to  itself^  and  advantage  to  the  public,  at  a  time  when,  in  the 
opinion  of  every  well-informed  lawyer,  the  Judges  of  that  Court,  in 
the  numerous  cases  of  divorces  applied  for  by  foreigners  who  had 
no  permanent  domicile  in  Scotland,  have  delivered  opinions  that 
proved  them  to  be  not  only  sound  lawyers,  but  men  who  are  in- 
capable of  pronouncing  hasty  and  crude  judgments ;  whilst  in  the 
same  cases  the  decisions  of  the  Court  of  Session,  as  a  Court  of 
appeal,  and  the  instructions  they  have  given  to  the  commissaries  on 
the  subject  of  collusion,  as  well  as  on  that  of  finding  that  the 
plaintiff  is  entitled  to  receive  redress  according  to  the  law  of  Scot- 
land, if  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  has  been  established  by  a 
summons  personally  served  on  the  defender,  or  by  a  summons  left 
for  him  at  a  place  where  he  has  resided  forty  days,  within  that 
country,  has  perverted  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  introduced  rules 
in  practice  which  must  give  rise  to  the  necessity  of  alterinjg  it. 

With  these  opinions,  we  must  protest  against  the  measure  of 
annihilating  the  Consistorial  Court,  to  whose  merits  we  are  ready 
to  subscribe,  and  of  transferring  the  jurisdiction  to  the  Court  of 
Session,  from  whose  conduct  we  are  on  this  important  subject 
compelled  to  withhold  our  approbation. 

Indeed  we  cannot  account  for  this  measure  being  suggested  but 
on  the  ground  of  giving  credit  to  what  is  unfortunately  too 
generally  believed  in  Scotland,  that  this  important  Bill,  which 
enacts  alterations  in  the  law  of  that  country  so  unparalleled  in 
extent,  owes  its  origin  to  a  scheme  for  increasing  the  salaries  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  ;  and  that  the  transfer  to  that  Court 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Consistorial  Court  has  been  resorted  to  as 
furnishing  a  pretence,  from  the  increase  of  business,  to  augment  the 
Judges'  salaries,  whilst  the  ultimate  saving  it  will  occasion  might  be 
held  out  as  in  part  a  means  of  defraying  the  expence. 

James  Maitland,  Lord  Lauderdale  (Earl  of  Lauderdale). 

DCLVI. 

July  12,  1830. 

The  Act  of  1 1  George  IV,  and  i  William  IV,  cap.  64,  by  which  beerfhops 
were  established,  was  an  expedient  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington.     It  was 
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opposed  by  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  on  the  plea  that  the  licensed  publicans 
had  certain  vested  rights  which  it  was  unfair  to  imperil.  The  motive  of 
the  Beer  Bill  was  to  'wean  the  public  from  the  use  of  spirits.'  The 
following  protest  embodies  the  amendments  which  the  Duke  of  Richmond 
proposed,  but  failed  to  carry. 

Because  the  following  three  clauses^  having  been  proposed,  were 
rejected  by  the  House ;  viz. — 

*  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to 
permit  any  person  to  sell  any  beer,  ale,  porter,  or  cyder,  to  be  con- 
sumed on  the  premises  where  sold,  or  in  any  shop,  house,  outhouse, 
yard,  garden,  orchard  or  other  place  adjoining  the  same,  or  belong- 
ing to  or  occupied  by  the  person  taking  out  such  licence,  or  in 
which  he  shall  have  any  concern. 

*  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to 
permit  any  person  to  sell  any  beer,  ale,  porter,  or  cyder,  to  be  con- 
sumed on  the  premises  where  sold,  or  in  any  shop,  house,  outhouse, 
yard,  garden,  orchard  or  other  place  adjoining  the  same,  or  belong- 
ing to  or  occupied  by  the  person  taking  out  such  licence,  or  in 
which  he  shall  have  any  concern,  previous  to  the  loth  of  October, 

1831. 

^  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that  this  Act  shall  be  continued  in 

force  until  the  ist  of  January,  183:^.' 

Charles  Lennox,  Duke  of  Biohmond  and  Lennox. 

DCLVII. 

July  13,  1830. 

The  Act  1 1  George  TV,  and  i  William  IV,  cap.  66,  comprises  under 
one  Act  all  forgeries  punisliable  with  death,  and  abrogates  the  penalty  in 
all  cases  which  ar»  not  named,  but  punishes  them  with  transportation. 
The  cases  where  the  penalty  was  retained  are : — ^forging  the  Great  Seal, 
&c.,  exchequer  bills  and  debentures,  East  India  bonds,  bank  note,  bill 
of  exchange,  promissory  note,  warrant  or  order  for  payment  of  money, 
false  entries  in  account  books  of  public  stock,  and  transfers  of  public 
stock  or  powers  of  attorney.  Lord  Holland  moved  the  recommittal  of 
the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  abolishing  the  penalty  altogether,  and  failing 
in  this  entered  the  following  protest. 

1st,  Because  the  Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Committee,  annexes  or 
continues  the  punishment  of  death  in  many  cases  of  forgery,  which 
crime,  however  injurious  to  society,  is  an  offence  of  human  insti- 
tution.    It  can   only  be   described  as  a  spoliation  of  property 
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unattended  with  violence;  and  the  common  feelings  of  mankind, 
the  maxims  of  religion  and  philosophy,  the  authority  of  the  most 
eminent  men,  and  the  practice  of  the  most  civilized  nations,  as 
well  as  of  our  ancient  law,  are  generally  averse  to  punishing  by 
death  any  crimes  in  the  perpetration  of  which  no  violence  is  used 
or  intended. 

andly,  Because  no  proof  has  been  adduced,  and  there  is  no 
ground  for  suspecting,  that  the  crime  of  forgery  has  grown  to  be 
*  enormous,  frequent,  and  dangerous,^  which  are  the  circumstances 
required  by  Sir  Matthew  Hale  to  justify  a  lawgiver  in  annexing 
a  punishment,  and  even  death,  '  beyond  the  demerit  of  the  offence 
itself  simply  considered.^ 

3rdly,  Because,  although  forgeries  may  have  become  less  frequent 
of  late  years  in  consequence  of  the  resumption  of  cash  payments, 
or  from  other  causes,  such  recent  diminution  of  that  species  of  guilt 
cannot  be  reasonably  attributed  to  the  terror  of  a  punishment  which 
has  subsisted  and  been  in  force  for  nearly  a  century,  which  at  pre- 
sent, in  seven  cases  out  of  eight,  is  not  inflicted,  and  which,  when 
sternly  and  rigorously  enforced,  failed  to  produce  any  such  diminu- 
tion. We  were  therefore  unwilling  too  hastily  to  infer  the  eflScacy 
of  severity  from  any  recent  or  accidental  diminution  of  the  offence, 
and  we  were  confirmed  in  withholding  our  assent  to  such  preci- 
pitate reasoning,  by  reflecting,  that  forgeries  have  often  been  and 
still  continue  to  be  more  frequent  in  this  country  than  they  were 
before  the  punishment  of  death  was  annexed  to  that  crime. 

4thly,  Because  sundry  laws,  inflicting  capital  punishments  on  a 
variety  of  crimes,  have,  during  the  last  seventy  years,  been  abro- 
gated in  civilized  States,  and  in  no  one  instance  does  it  appear  that 
the  removal  of  the  terror  of  death  has  been  followed  by  any  en- 
creased  frequency  of  the  crime.  The  laws  have  generally  been  invi- 
gorated by  such  wholesome  relaxation,  and  experience  has  confirmed 
the  great  axioms  which  speculative  philosophers  and  practised 
moralists  had  long  since  inculcated,  namely,  that  capital  punish- 
ments rarely  hinder  the  commission  of  a  crime,  but  often  prevent 
its  detection,  and  that  the  certainty  of  a  sentence,  comparatively 
mild,  extirpates  wickedness  more  effectually  than  the  dread  of  a 
punishment  which  the  common  feelings  of  mankind  deem  dispro- 
portionate to  the  offence,  and  therefore  scruple  to  concur  with  the 
community  in  inflicting. 
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5thly,  Because,  if  justice  enjoins  the  necessity  of  proportioning 
the  punishment  to  the  moral  turpitude  of  an  offence^  prudence  no 
less  requires  that  the  compassion  likely  to  be  produced  by  such 
pimishment  should  not  exceed  the  indignation  generally  excited  by 
the  perpetration  of  the  crime,  and  that  the  penalty  should  be  regu- 
lated by  the  state  of  public  opinion  at  the  time  and  in  the  country 
where  such  law  is  enacted  or  allowed  to  continue ;  but  in  this 
instance  the  frequency  of  pardons^  the  numerous  petitions  of  the 
people,  and  the  votes  of  the  Commons'  House  of  Parliament,  suffi- 
ciently attest  that  tiie  punishment  by  death  of  criminals  convicted 
of  forgery  is  abhorrent  to  the  spirit  of  the  age,  contrary  to  the 
judgment  of  the  English  public,  and  revolting  to  the  feelings  of 
the  community. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  Vassall,  Lord  Holland. 

Charles  Lennox,  Duke  of  Richmond  (third  and  fifth  reasone). 

John  George  Lambton,  Lord  Durham. 

DCLVIIL 

July  20,  1830. 

One  of  Lord  Sidmouth's  six  Acts,  that  against  Blasphemous  and  Sedi- 
tious Libels,  was  so  far  amended  this  year  that  banishment  was  repealed, 
but  the  amount  of  the  bond  to  be  given  by  the  publisher  of  a  newspaper 
was  increased.  Lord  Holland  objected  to  this  increase,  and  strove  to  do 
away  with  the  recognizance  altogether.  This  proposal  was  negatived 
without  a  division,  and  the  following  protest  inserted. 

1st,  Because,  m  the  words  proposed  to  be  omitted,  the  amount  of 
recognizances,  bonds,  and  sureties  required  from  publishers  of  news- 
papers, pamphlets,  and  papers,  by  the  60th  of  George  III,  to 
secure  the  payment  of  fines  upon  convictions  of  any  seditious  or 
blasphemous  libel  in  the  said  newspapers,  pamphlets,  or  papers,  is 
considerably  raised,  and  no  proof  has  been  adduced,  or  even  offisred 
to  the  House,  that  such  libels  have  become  more  frequent  or  dan- 
gerous, or  that  the  smallness  of  the  recognizance  required  has  in 
any  one  instance  contributed  to  the  commission  of  the  offence  or 
the  impunity  of  the  offender.  We  could  not,  therefore,  consent  to 
encrease  a  restraint  on  the  press  which  is  odious  in  itself,  and 
only  recently  known  to  our  law,  upon  the  bare  allegation  in  the 
preamble,  utterly  unsupported  by  evidence  or  argument  in  debate, 
that  it  was  expedient  to  do  so. 
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aodlj,  Because^  by  the  words  proposed  to  be  omitted,  the  con- 
ditions of  the  new  recognizances  and  bonds  are  extended  to  secure 
ihe  payment  of  damages  and  costs  to  be  recovered  in  actions  for 
libels,  as  well  as  the  payment  of  fines  upon  convictions  on  informa- 
tions and  indictments ;  and  although  we  admit  such  libels  as 
asperse  priyate  character,  and  are  usually  the  subjects  of  action  for 
the  recovery  of  damages,  to  be  far  more  injurious  to  society  than 
those  of  a  general  and  public  nature  (to  the  prevention  of  which 
last  the  provisions  of  the  Statute  of  George  III,  cap.  9,  were 
exclusively  directed),  yet  we  question  the  prudence,  necessity,  and 
justice  of  confounding,  even  in  preventive  measures,  offences  so 
distinct  in  their  motives,  malignity,  and  effect,  as  private  calumny 
and  political  libel.  We  were  therefore  more  disposed  to  look  for 
protection  against  all  inconveniences  and  abuses  arising  from  the 
pr^ent  state  of  the  law  of  libel,  to  a  thorough  and  well-considered 
revision  of  the  principles  of  that  law.  And  we  indulged  confident 
hopes  that  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  might  ere  long  devise  some 
comprehensive  improvement  in  that  branch  of  our  criminal  juris- 
prudence, which  would  afford  increased  facility  of  redress  to  indivi- 
duals injured  by  slander  and  defamation ;  which  would  exempt  the 
proprietors  of  the  press,  and  the  venders  of  printed  works  from  all 
odious  and  unnecessary  restraints,  previous  to  publication  or  con- 
viction; which  would  define  political  libel,  and  regulate  the  pro- 
ceedings and  punishments  relating  thereto ;  which  would  check  or 
suppress  the  practice  of  informations,  and  more  particularly  of  ex- 
officio  informations,  against  them  ;  and  which,  finally,  would  correct 
that  anomaly  in  law,  and  solecism  in  language,  by  which  it  is  still 
contended  that  in  matter  of  libel  there  may  be  guilt  without 
intention  ;  that  one  man  may  be  criminally  responsible  for  the  act 
of  another ;  and  that  a  bookseller  or  proprietor  may  be  justly  con- 
victed and  punished  for  maliciously  printing  and  publishing  works 
which  it  is  proved  to  be  physically  impossible  that  he  could  have 
read,  written,  seen,  heard,  or  known  of  before  their  publication. 

3rdly,  Because  the  above  words  were  proposed  to  be  omitted 
with  a  view  of  inserting  an  enactment,  that  all  provisions  in  the 
60th  of  George  III,  cap.  9,  which  require  from  persons  publishing 
newspapers,  pamphlets,  or  papers,  any  recognizances,  bonds,  or 
sureties  whatever,  should  be  repealed,  and  we  were  anxious  to 
Kpeal  such  provisions,  from  a  persuasion,  founded  on  experience, 
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that  they  are  inefficacious  in  preventing  libels^  and  from  an  appre- 
hension that  they  tend  to  establish  a  monopoly  injurious  to  the 
interests  of  truth,  and  to  affix  a  stigma  of  suspicion  on  those  con- 
cerned in  the  daily  press,  which  may  discourage  and  deter  persons 
well  qualified  by  their  station^  their  virtues^  and  their  acquirements, 
to  give  a  direction  to  public  opinion,  from  ever  engaging  in  such 
periodical  publications. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  Vassall,  Lord  Holland. 
Peter  King,  Lord  King. 

DCLIX. 

August  29,  1881. 

A  local  Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  the  drainage  of  certain  low-lying 
lands  near  King^s  Lynn,  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed  on  this  day. 
Lord  Holland  objected  to  the  Bill,  for  reasons  which  are  sufficiently  ex- 
pressed in  his  protest. 

Because  the  Bill  appeared  to  me  to  require  revision  and  re-com- 
mitment^ inasmuch  as  the  lands  lying  within  the  districts  to  which 
it  applies  differ  exceedingly  in  value,  and  do  not  derive  equal 
benefit  from  the  drainage,  but  they  are  nevertheless  taxed  per  acre 
without  any  reference  to  the  difference  in  their  value,  or  to  the 
disparity  of  the  advantages  they  are  likely  to  derive  from  the 
measure ;  and  this  principle,  iniquitous  in  itself,  appears  to  me  yet 
more  inadmissible  from  the  circumstance,  that  Acts  of  a  similar 
nature  affecting  the  drainage  of  land,  and  especially  those  relating 
to  the  Bedford  Level,  have  practically  sanctioned  an  opposite  and 
more  equitable  principle,  and  apportioned  the  tax  either  to  the 
value  of  the  lands  or  to  the  advantage  which  they  respectively 
derived  from  the  drainage. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  Vassall,  Lord  Holland. 

DCLX. 

September  6,  1831. 

By  14  Qeorge  HI,  cap.  88,  certain  duties  were  levied  in  Canada,  the 
proceeds  of  which  were  devoted  towards  the  maintenance  of  civil  govern- 
ment and  the  administration  of  justice.  By  i  and  2  William  IV,  cap.  23, 
the  disposition  of  these  funds  was  left  at  the  discretion  of  the  Legislative 
Councils  in  Upper  and  Lower  Canada.     The  Bill  was  opposed  by  the 
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Duke  of  Wellington^  who  entered  the  following  protest  on  its  being  read 
a  third  time. 

Becanse  the  BDl  transfers  to  the  Legislative  Councils  and  Assem- 
blies of  the  provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  by  any  Act  to 
be  by  those  Legislatures  respectively  passed,  and  assented  to  by 
his  Majesty,  the  exclusive  appropriation  of  the  duties  levied  under 
authority  of  the  Act  of  the  14th  George  III,  cap.  88,  hitherto 
applied,  by  warrant  of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  towards  defray- 
ing the  expence  of  the  administration  of  justice  and  the  support  of 
the  civil  government  in  those  provinces  respectively,  by  authority 
of  the  same  Act. 

The  House  of  Assembly  of  the  province  of  Lower  Canada  has  up 
to  this  time  omitted  to  make  any  permanent  provision  to  defray  the 
expence  of  those  charges  in  that  province ;  and  the  judged  and 
others  employed  in  the  administration  of  justice^  and  the  governor 
and  the  officers  of  the  civil  government,  are  left  to  be  provided  for 
by  annual  vote  of  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  the  province. 

These  persons  will  thus  become  dependant  upon  the  continued 
iavour  of  the  Legislative  Assembly  for  the  reward  of  their  labours 
and  service ;  the  administration  of  justice  within  the  province  of 
Lower  Canada  can  no  longer  be  deemed  independant ;  and  his 
Majesty's  subjects  will  have  justice  administered  to  them  by  judges, 
and  will  be  governed  by  officers,  situated  as  above  described. 

Arthur  Welleeley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 

DCLXI. 

Sbptembee  27,  1831. 

By  I  and  2  William  FV,  cap.  56,  a  Court  of  Bankruptcy  was  esta- 
blished. The  debate  on  the  Bill  going  into  Committee  may  be  found  in 
Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  vii,  p.  495,  when  the  Bill  was  opposed  by 
Lord  Wjmford. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  on  the  third  reading. 

Because  I  wish  to  record  my  humble  opinion,  that  this  Bill, 
instead  of  removing  uncertainty  and  delay,  and  expence  in  the 
administration  of  the  laws  relative  to  bankruptcy,  will  encrease  that 
uncertainty,  delay,  and  expence  unnecessarily. 

John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 

VOL.  m.  G 
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DCLXII. 

September  30,  1831. 

By  I  and  2  William  IV,  cap.  30,  the  duties  on  wine  were  equalised. 
A  duty  of  28,  gd.  were  levied  on  all  wine  imported  from  the  Cape  and  its 
dependencies,  of  5«.  6d.  on  all  other  wine.  The  Bill  was  moved  hy  Lord 
Auckland,  and  was  opposed  by  Lord  Aberdeen  and  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton. It  was,  however,  carried  without  a  division,  and  the  following 
protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  it  was  proved  in  the  debate  that  the  Methuen 
Treaty  had  been  renewed  by  and  was  incorporated  into  the  Treaty 
of  Commerce  and  Navigation  signed  at  Bio  de  Janeiro  on  the  19th 
of  February,  1810,  and  that  its  execution  was  to  be  regulated  by 
the  stipulations  of  that  treaty, 

andly,  Because,  without  questioning  the  right  of  the  Legislature 
to  equalize  the  duties  on  wine,  had  the  stipulation  been  previously 
complied  with  which  is  contained  in  the  thirty-third  article  of  the 
aforesaid  treaty,  and  which  requires  that  due  notice  should  be  given 
by  the  contracting  parties  of  the  intention  of  either  to  suspend  the 
operation  of  any  article  of  the  treaty,  we  are  nevertheless  of  opinion, 
that  the  long  and  intimate  connection  between  the  Crowns  of  Eng- 
land and  Portugal,  the  great  sacrifices  made  and  services  mutually 
rendered,  might  reasonably  have  prevented  so  important  a  change 
from  being  carried  into  efiect,  except  as  the  result  of  an  amicable 
negociation. 

3rdly,  Because  the  manner  in  which  this  measure  has  been 
proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  the  time  at  which  it  is 
brought  forward,  without  due  notice  given  to  the  (Jovemment  of 
Portugal,  and  at  a  moment  of  great  political  excitement  in  that 
country,  must  be  considered  as  a  violation  of  the  national  honour, 
and  as  a  proceeding  hostile  to  the  interests  of  a  Power  which  is 
united  to  us  by  so  many  bonds  of  alliance  and  friendship. 

4thly,  Because,  although  we  doubt  the  extent  of  the  financial 
advantages  which  have  been  anticipated  from  the  proposed  measure, 
we  are  of  opinion  that  a  still  greater  amoimt  of  revenue  to  be 
derived  from  it  would  be  dearly  purchased  at  the  expence  of  good 
faith,  and  by  the  neglect  of  our  oldest  and  most  faithful  ally. 

George  Gordon,  Viscount  Gordon  (Earl  of  Aberdeen). 
Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 
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John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Dnnbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 

Henry  Bathurst,  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  Ellenborough. 

Richard  Nugent  Temple   Brydges   Chandos   Grenyille,  Duke  of 

Bnckingham  and  Chandos. 
"William  Carr  Beresford,  Viscount  Beresford. 
Horatio  Walpole,  Earl  of  Orford. 

James  Brownlow  William  Gascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 
Stapleton  Cotton,  Viscount  Combermere. 
WiUican  Forward  Howard,  Earl  of  Wicklow. 
John  Stuart,  Marquis  of  Bute. 
Charles  Stuart,  Lord  Stuart  de  Bothesay. 
William  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 
James  St  Clair  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslsm. 

DCLXIII. 

March  8,  1832. 

Serious  difficulties  had  arisen  in  Lreland  from  the  collection  of  tithes, 
partly  owing  to  the  manner  in  which  they  were  assessed,  partly  to  the 
peculiar  nature  of  the  Lrish  Establishment.  There  was  consequently  an 
energetic  movement  for  their  commutation  or  extinction,  and  numerous 
petitions  on  the  subject  were  presented  to  Parliament  The  question 
was  debated  on  the  27th  of  February, — Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  x, 
p.  731.  A  committee  was  appointed  to  enquire  into  and  report  on  the 
collection  of  tithes  in  Ireland,  which  may  be  found  in  Lordb'  Journals, 
voL  Ixiv,  pp.  3-287  ;  and  on  the  8th  of  March  Lord  Lansdowne  moved 
five  resolutions,  to  the  effect — ist,  the  law  of  the  payment  of  tithes  has 
been  rendered  unavailing,  and  the  clergy  have  been  reduced  to  great 
distress ;  2nd,  that  relief  should  be  issued  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  aid 
of  this  distress ;  3rd,  that  the  assistance  should  be  distributed  according 
to  a  particular  system  ;  4th,  that  there  should  be  a  levy  of  arrears  ;  and 
5th,  that  tithes  should  be  extinguished,  including  those  belonging  to  lay 
impropriators,  by  converting  them  either  into  land  or  a  charge  on  land. 
After  a  debate  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  voL  x,  p.  1 269),  the  resolutions  were 
agreed  to,  and  an  Act  was  passed  (2  and  3  Will.  lY,  cap.  41)  in  accordance 
with  these  resolutions. 

The  acceptance  of  the  resolutions  elicited  the  following  protest. 

Because  no  sufficient  security  is  given  in  that  resolution^  nor  was 
any  sufficient  explanation  given  in  debate,  by  any  spiritual  or 
temporal  Lord,  to  satisfy  my  mind  that,  when  the  House  was 
called  upon  to  sanction  the  extinction  of  tithes,  any  safe  or  ade- 
quate substitute  would  be  provided  for  the  clerg}'  in  their  stead. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

6  z 
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John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cmnberland. 

Robert  Edward  King,  Viscount  Iiorton. 

Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

James  'Brownlow  William  Gascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 

George  Horatio  Cholmondeley,  Marquis  Cholmondeley. 


DCLXIV. 

April  13,  1832. 

The  Reform  Bill,  rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords  in  1831  (the  7th  of 
October),  by  199  to  158,  after  five  days'  debate,  was  reintroduced  into  the 
House  of  Commons  early  in  the  Session  which  commenced  on  the  6th  of 
December.  The  debate  on  the  second  reading  commenced  on  the  9th  of 
April,  and  was  continued  for  four  days,  when  a  division  was  taken  on  the 
question  whether  *  now '  should  stand  part  of  the  motion.  The  affirmative 
was  carried  by  184  to  175, — Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xii,  pp.  4-459. 

The  following  is  the  protest  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  to  which  the 
other  Peers  subjoined  their  names. 

1st,  Because  in  providing  for  the  correction  of  abuses  in  the 
election  of  members  to  serve  in  the  Commons'  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, we  are  bound,  above  all  things,  to  bear  in  mind  that  the 
government  of  this  country  is,  what  from  the  earliest  period  of  our 
history  it  has  ever  been,  a  monarchy ;  that  this  monarchy,  limited 
by  the  laws  and  customs  of  the  realm,  and  by  the  necessity  imposed 
on  the  Sovereign  of  having  constant  recourse  to  the  advice  and  aid 
of  Parliament,  is  the  form  of  government  best  adapted  to  the 
habits,  wants,  and  wishes  of  the  people,  and  consequently  that  no 
changes,  however  specious,  can  be  worthy  of  adoption  which  would 
either  strike  at  the  principles  of  the  monarchy  itself,  or  would  leave 
the  Sovereign  without  the  power  of  performing  the  high  duties 
required  from  him,  —  without  the  free  and  independent  exercise 
of  his  lawful  prerogatives  in  guarding  the  general  interests  of 
the  State,  in  upholding  its  ancient  institutions,  and  affording  due 
protection  to  the  rights,  liberties,  property  and  lives  of  all  his 
subjects.  We  feel  it  therefore  to  be  the  duty  of  Parliament,  more 
especially  of  this  House,  to  refuse  to  consign  the  country  to  so 
vast  an  untried  change  as  is  embodied  in  the  present  Bill,  a 
change  of  which  it  has  been  justly  said  by  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished advocates  for  the  second  reading,  that  it  is,  in  truth, 
*  a  new  form  of  government,  of  which  no  one  has  ever  pronounced 
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that  it  would  be  practicable,  and  which,  if  practicable,  would  be 
pernicious/ 

Sndly,  Because,  admitting  it  to  be  expedient  to  correct  abuses 
which  may  have  grown  up  under  the  present  system  of  Parlia- 
mentary election,  and  to  extend  to  large,  populous,  and  wealthy 
towns,  the  privilege  of  returning  members  to  Parliament,  we  are 
bound  to  bear  in  mind  that  it  has  been  also  admitted  by  the  authors 
of  the  Bill,  that,  notwithstanding  any  abuses  and  any  deficiencies, 
'the  House  of  Commons  as  at  present  constituted  is,  above  all  other 
institutions  of  all  other  countries  in  the  world,  the  institution  best 
calculated  for  the  general  protection  of  the  subject.' 

3rdly,  Because  by  this  Bill  that  scrupulous  regard  to  the  sacred- 
ness  of  chartered  rights  and  vested  interests  which  has  always 
hiiJierto  been  deemed  part  of  the  essential  policy  of  the  British 
Constitution,  and  a  &ndamental  principle  of  British  justice,  is  now 
for  the  first  time  utterly  abandoned ;  the  most  ancient  charters  and 
the  most  valued  interests  are  treated  with  a  reckless  indifierence, 
which  (whilst  it  is  unnecessary  to  the  attainment  of  the  proposed 
objects  —  the  correction  of  abuses  and  the  improvement  of  the 
existing  system)  shocks  every  feeling  of  justice,  and  cannot  fail 
to  be  made  a  precedent  for  still  more  fatal  violations  of  those 
principles  in  future. 

4thly,  Because,  in  contemplating  the  violence  done  by  this  Bill 
to  the  great  principle  of  prescription,  we  cannot  disguise  from  our- 
selves the  dangers  which  must  arise  to  the  most  venerable  of  our 
institutions,  which  mainly  rest  on  that  principle ;  above  all,  to  the 
highest  of  all,  to  tiiat  one  on  which  all  others  depend. 

5thly,  Because,  even  if  the  principles  of  the  Bill  were  consistent 
with  the  stability  of  the  monarchy,  and  with  the  safety  of  our  most 
valued  institutions,  yet  the  provisions  by  which  it  seeks  to  carry 
those  principles  into  effect  are  for  the  most  part  unjust  in  them- 
selves, partial  in  their  operation,  and  anomalous  in  their  character, 
ill  adapted  to  their  avowed  pui'pose,  and  still  more  to  the  extensive 
and  complicated  interests  of  this  mighty  Empire.  A  prepon- 
derating influence  in  the  election  of  the  House  of  Commons  is  con- 
ferred upon  the  lowest  class  of  inhabitants  in  towns,  thus  virtually 
closing  the  doors  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  the  vast  monied 
and  colonial  interests,  and  leaving  but  few  opportunities  of  admis- 
sion to   the  heads  of  the  great  commercial  body.     Tlie  landed 
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interest,  notwithstanding  the  professed  intention  of  giving  to  it  an 
increase  of  representation  commensurate  with  that  given  to  the 
great  towns^  is  left  exposed,  even  in  the  elections  for  counties,  to 
the  influence  of  the  trading  and  manufacturing  classes  of  the  veiy 
places  which  are  themselves  to  return  members  to  Parliament,— an 
influence  so  great,  as  must  leave  in  many  instances  the  repre- 
sentation of  counties  and  divisions  of  counties  in  the  power  of 
voters  from  the  towns.  The  populous  suburbs  of  the  Metropolis 
have  been  subjected  to  the  same  innovating  spirit  which  marks 
the  operation  of  this  Bill  in  every  other  particular;  though  it  is 
manifest  that  this  vast  district,  being  connected  in  interests  with 
the  Metropolis  itself,  and  being  the  seat  of  Government  and  of  Par- 
liament^ must  command  attention^  whether  immediately  represented 
or  not,  and  equally  manifest  that  the  real  danger  must  be  lest  the 
influence  of  the  popular  voice  of  the  Metropolis  should  be  too 
poweiful ;  yet  it  has  been  thought  fit  to  aggravate  this  danger 
in  an  uncalculable  degree  by  creating  new  districts  for  represen- 
tation, and  virtually  consigning  the  elections  to  universal  sufirage ; 
thus  ensuring  a  perpetual  recurrence  of  popular  excitement  in  a 
quarter  where,  above  all  others,  it  is  most  to  be  deprecated,  as 
injurious  to  the  best  interests  of  the  industrious  orders  of  the 
people,  dangerous  to  the  public  peace,  and  hardly  compatible  with 
the  free  and  independent  exercise  of  the  high  functions  of  Parlia- 
ment itself. 

6thly^  Because  the  exorbitant  increase  of  the  democratic  element 
of  the  British  Constitution  designed  by  this  Bill  must  give  addi- 
tional strength  and  impetus  to  a  principle  which,  while  duly 
restrained  and  tempered  by  .the  checks  provided  in  the  existing 
Constitution  of  Parliament,  is  the  source  of  that  genuine  spirit  of 
disciplined  and  enlightened  freedom  which  is  the  proudest  dis- 
tinction of  our  national  character,  but  which,  without  those  checks 
or  other  equivalent  restraints,  could  not  fail  to  advance  with 
augmented  and  accelerated  force,  till  all  other  powers  being  drawn 
within  its  vortex,  the  Government  would  become  a  mere  demo- 
cracy ;  or,  if  the  name  and  form  of  a  monarchy  were  preserved, 
all  that  could  give  independance  to  the  Sovereign  or  protection 
to  the  subject  would  be  really  excluded. 

Arthur  "Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 
Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 


Aj).  1832.  PEOTESTS.  87 

William  Frederic,  Duke  of  Qlouoester. 

James  Edward  Harris^  Earl  of  Malmesbiiry. 

Qeorge  Percy,  Earl  of  Beverley. 

George  KenyoD,  Lord  Kenyon. 

James  Brownlow  William  Gaflcojne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbiiry. 

Thomas  Hemy  Foster  Skeffiiigjx)n,  Lord  Oriel  (Yiscomit  Fer- 

rard). 
Henry  William  Poulett,  Lord  Bayning. 
George  John  West,  |]arl  Delawarr. 
Bob^  Edward  King,  Viscount  Iiorton. 
Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
Thomas  i^erton.  Earl  of  Wilton. 
John  Stuart^  Marquis  of  Bute. 
Robert  Ghray,  Bishop  of  BristoL 
Henry  Wellesley,  Lord  Cowley. 
Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 
Thomas  Wallace,  Lord  Wallace. 
Hugh  Percy,  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

Henry  Pelham  Fiennes  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 
William  Carr  Beresford,  Viscount  Beresford. 
William  Wellesley  Pole,  Lord  Maryborough. 
John  William  Bobert  Ker,  Lord  Ker  (Marquis  of  Lothian). 
Thomas  Cholmondeley,  Lord  Delamere. 
Bichard  Charles  Francb   Meade,  Lord  Clanwilliam   (Earl   of 

Clanwilliam). 
Edmond  Henry  Pery,  Earl  of  Limerick. 
Alexander  C^rge  Fraser,  Lord  Saltoun. 
Geoi^  Child  Villiers,  Earl  of  Jersey. 
Francb  North,  Earl  of  GtdlforcL 
William  Legge,  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 
Bobert  Jocelyn,  Lord  Clanbrassil  (Earl  of  Roden). 
Dupr^  Alexander,  Earl  of  Caledon. 
Alexander  Bowney  Home,  Earl  of  Home. 
John  Colville,  Lord  ColTille  of  Culross. 
John  Jef&eys  Pratt,  Marquis  of  Camden. 
George  Horatio  Cholmondeley,  Marquis  of  Cholmondeley. 
Charles  William  Stewart,  Earl  Vane  (Marquis  of  Londonderry). 
George  Murray,  Bishop  of  Boohester. 
Thomas  Pakenham,  Earl  of  Longford. 
William  Lowther,  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 
Archibald  Douglas,  Lord  Douglas. 
Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  Falmouth. 
William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
John  GJeorge  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 
Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 
George  Gordon,  Earl  of  Norwich  (Duke  of  Gordon). 
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John  Bobert  Townshend,  Viscount  Sydney. 

G^eorge  Gordon,  Lord  Meldnun  (Earl  of  Aboyne). 

George  de  la  Poer  Beresford,  Bishop  of  EHmore. 

John  Bourke,  Earl  of  Mayo. 

Nicholas  Vansittart,  Lord  Bexley. 

John  Henry  Manners,  Duke  of  Butland. 

Hugh  Percy,  Duke  of  Northumberland. 

Widter  Francis  Montagu  Douglas  Scott,   Earl  of  Donoaster 

(Duke  of  Buccleuch). 
William  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 
Charles  Duncombe,  Lord  Feversham. 
James  Walter  Grimston,  Earl  of  Verulam. 
Henry  James  Montagu  Scott,  Lord  Montagu. 
James  Hamilton,  Marquis  of  Aberoom. 
George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winchilsea  and  Kot- 

tringliftTiri, 

John  Reginald  Beauchamp  Pyndar,  Earl  Beauchamp. 

Henry  Bathurst,  Earl  Bathurst. 

Francis  Barrett,  Lord  De  Dunstanville  and  Bassett. 

James  Henry  Monk,  Bishop  of  Gloucester. 

Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 

Stapleton  Cotton,  Viscount  Combermere. 

Henry  Addington,  Viscount  Sidmouth. 

John  (^orge  de  la  Poer  Beresford,  Archbishop  of  Armagh. 

Thomas  Manners  Sutton,  Lord  Manners. 

James  St.  Clair  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 

John  Cust,  Earl  Brownlow. 

Horatio  Walpole,  Earl  of  Orford. 

Bichard  William  Penn  Curzon  Assheton  Howe,  Earl  Howe. 

Charles  Stuart,  Lord  Stuart  de  Bothesay. 

Sichard  Bagot,  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

DCLXV. 

June  1,  1832. 

The  amendments  made  in  the  Beform  Bill  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Lords  were  reported  on  this  day,  and  a  motion  was  made  by  Lord 
Lansdowne  that  the  report  be  received.  The  motion  was  met  indignantly 
by  Lord  Carnarvon,  but  no  division  was  taken.  The  following  protest 
was  entered. 

1st,  Because  this  Bill  will  effect  a  change  in  the  constitution 
of  Parliaments  to  an  extent  uncalled  for,  and  full  of  danger; 
incapable  of  producing  much  .practical  good,  but  likely  to  prove 
in  its  operation  subversive  of  the  antient  and  settled  institutions 
of  the  coimtry. 

andly,  Because,  by  an  uniform  and  low  rate   of  qualification 
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in  the  towns^  the  ^eatest  share  of  power  will  be  given  to  the 
smallest  portion  of  property,  which  will  tend  to  make  every 
description  of  property,  whether  mercantile,  colonial,  real  or 
personal,  equally  insecure. 

3rdly,  Because  it  is  in  its  character  not  remedial,  but  revo- 
Intionaiy;  in  practice  equally  injurious  to  the  poor  and  to  the 
rich ;  depriving  the  Government  of  the  strength  which  it  requires, 
and  property  of  its  due  influence ;  endangering  as  well  the  stability 
of  the  Throne  as  of  every  civil  and  religious  establishment  under 
which,  in  this  country,  conmierce,  prosperity  and  freedom  have 
attained  an  elevation  envied,  but  as  yet  unrivalled,  by  all  the 
nations  of  Europe. 

Henry  George  Herbert,  Earl  of  Carnarvon. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

George  Eenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Bichard  Temple  Nugent  Brydges  Chandos  Grenville,  Duke  of 

Buckingham  and  Chandos. 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
Percy     Clinton     Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenahurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
Fletcher  Norton,  Lord  Grantley. 
Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
Walter  Francis  Douglas  Scott,  Earl  of  Doncaster  (Duke  of 

Buccleuch). 
George    William    Finch    Hatton,    Earl    of   Winohilsea    and 

Nottingham. 
Henry  Hall  Ghige,  Lord  Guge  (Viscount  Gage). 
George  Child  VilHers,  Earl  of  Jersey. 
Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 
John  Henry  Manners,  Duke  of  Butland. 
Horatio  Walpole,  Earl  of  Orford. 
Hugh  Percy,  Duke  of  Northumberland. 
George  Percy,  Earl  of  Beverley. 
Henry  Richard  Greville,  Earl  Brooke  and  Warwick. 

DCLXVI— DCLXXVI. 

June  4,  1832. 

Lord.  Grey  moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Reform  Bill ;  most  of 
the  opposition  Peers,  in  consequence  perhaps  of  a  hint  given  by  Lord 
Caniarvon  on  the  ist  of  June,  being  absent  from  the  House.  There 
was  a  division  however,  twenty  Peers  voting  against  the  third  reading 
to  one  hundred  and  six  for  it. 

The  following  protests  were  entered.  The  authority  for  the  names 
as  (nriginatiog  the  several  protests  is  Hansard. 
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I.  LoED  Eldon's  Peotbst, 

Because  I  cannot  consider  the  changes  made  by  this  Bill  in 
the  representation  of  the  people  as  founded  upon  the  acknowledged 
principles  of  the  Constitution,  or  tending  to  uphold  the  just  rights 
and  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  and  to  give  security  to  the  liberties 
of  the  people. 

Because  I  think  that  this  Bill  cannot*  be  a  final  adjustment 
as  to  the  representation  of  the  people,  and  that  it  must,  bj  the 
operation  of  the  principles  upon  which  it  is  founded,  lead  to  further 
dangerous  changes  in  the  Constitution,  bringing  into  imminent 
hazard  the  monarchy  and  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  and 
consequently,  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people. 

Because  this  Bill  appears  to  me  calculated  to  introduce  un- 
necessarily into  the  Constitution  of  the  House  of  Commons  increase 
of  democratical  influence,  not  called  for  by  any  increase  of  influence 
in  the  other  branches  of  the  Legislature. 

Because  it  is  difficult  to  consider  that  the  debates  of  this  House 
concerning  this  important  Bill,  and  their  decision  upon  it,  are 
not  in  some  degree  influenced  by  apprehensions,  whether  well  or 
ill  founded,  but  entertained,  that  this  Bill  would  be  carried  by 
the  introduction  of  additional  members  into  the  House  if  it  was 
not  adopted  by  the  majority  of  the  existing  Peers. 

Because  having  observed  the  great  anxiety  with  which  the  laws 
and  customs  of  the  realm  have  for  ages  held  sacred  the  rights  of 
property  and  other  vested  rights,  I  cannot  agree  to  the  unqualified 
and  unconditional  destruction  by  this  Bill  of  such  rights.  With 
respect  to  corporations,  if  such  destruction  of  the  rights  of  close 
corporations,  existing  by  charter  or  prescription,  could  be  justified, 
I  cannot  think  it  therefore  just  to  disfranchise  the  members  of 
corporations,  which  are  not  close  corporations,  or  partly  to  dis- 
franchise them,  by  enabling  others  to  enjoy,  together  with  such 
corporations,  franchises  granted  to  the  latter  only. 

Because  the  rights  of  many,  unconditionally  disfranchised  by 
this  Bill,  have  been  often  recognized  as  rights  of  property,  and 
not  as  less  rights  of  property  because  the  property  is  charged 
with  the  due  execution  of  a  trust.  If  for  that  reason  only. 
Parliament  can  be  justified  in  destroying  such  property,  the  mis- 
chievous  extent  to  which  such  a  principle  mi^  be  carried,  is 
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most  alarming,  and  worthy  of  most  serious  consideration.  What 
security  could  the  owners  of  advowsons,  for  instance,  which  ad- 
▼owsons  are  temporal  property,  thou£:h  connected  with  a  most 

to  be  depriyed  of  it  merely  because  it  is  so  connected  ?  In  the 
proceedings  upon  this  Bill  no  eyidence  of  breach  of  trust  has 
been  called  for,  according  to  the  practice  of  Parliament  for  a 
long  series  of  years,  to  justify  unconditional  disfranchisement. 

Because  it  has  appeared  to  me^  after  a  most  anxious  consi- 
deration of  the  duty  which  I  owe  to  my  soyereign,  and  my  fellow 
subjects  of  all  classes^  that  I  am  bound  to  withhold  my  assent 
from  this  measure,  being  persuaded,  though  it  is  a  measure  of 
change  undoubtedly,  it  is  not,  in  my  judgment,  a  measure  of 
beneficial  reform;  and  because  I  dare  not  hazard  a  change  in 
those  institutions  of  my  country,  which  haye  hitherto  made  it  the 
happiest  in  the  world,  unless  it  could  haye  been  made  to  appear 
that  its  happiness  and  glory  would  be  encreased  by  such  change. 

John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 

John  Fane,  Earl  of  Westmorland. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland.  ^ 

Charles  William  Yane  Stewart^  Earl  Vane  (Marquis  of  Lon- 
donderry). 

Hugh  Percy,  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

William  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

Fletcher  Norton,  Lord  Qrantley. 

William  Legge,  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

Henry  Pelham  Fienues  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Hewoastle. 

James  Edward  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesburj. 

Qeorge  Augustus  Frederic  Charles  Holroyd,  Lord  Sheffield 
(Earl  of  Sheffield). 

Eobert  Smith,  Lord  Canington. 

Thomas  De  Grey,  Lord  Walsingham. 

John  Thomas  FVeeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

John  Qeoree  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 

Percy  Addmgton,  YiBcount  Sidmouth. 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  F^arl  of  Winchilsea  and  Not- 
tingham (for  the  first,  second,  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  reasons). 

Thomas  Manners  Sutton,  Lord  Manners. 

William  O'Bryen,  Marquis  of  Thomond. 

Percy  Clinton  Sydney  Smith,  Lord  Fenshurst  (Viscount 
Strangford). 

John  RoUe,  Lord  BoUe. 
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James  Andrew  John  Laurence   Charles  Drummond,  Viscount 

Strathallan. 
Francis  North,  Earl  of  Guilford. 
Henry  Peyto  Vemey,  Lord  WiUoughby  de  Broke. 
Charles  Duncomhe,  Lord  Feversham. 
Stapleton  Cotton,  Viscount  Combermere. 
Thomas  Cholmondelej,  Lord  Delaxnere. 
Frederic  John  Monson,  Lord  Monson. 
Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 
George  Gordon,  Earl  of  Norwich  (Duke  of  Gordon). 


II.  Lord  Wynford's  Protest. 

1st,  Because,  although  desirous  of  extending  the  elective  franchise 
as  speedily,  and  as  far  as  it  can  be  extended,  with  safety  to  the 
rights  of  property,  and  to  the  Constitution  of  the  country,  the 
great  and  sudden  alteration  which  this  Bill  makes  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  people,  is  an  experiment  dangerous  to  the 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown,  the  independence  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people.  Every 
advance  made  in  the  formation  of  a  plan  of  representation  would 
have  given  security  for  its  accomplishment,  whilst  the  consequences 
of  hasty  proceedings  can  never  be  retrieved. 

2ndly,  Because  the  elective  franchise  is  by  this  Bill  unequal, 
and  imjustly  distributed;  for  whilst  it  gives  to  many  of  the 
inhabitants  of  represented  towns  double,  and  in  some  instances 
treble  votes,  it  gives  no  vote  to  the  householders  of  other  towns 
and  villages  of  equal,  and  many  of  them  of  higher  classes,  although 
these  unrepresented  householders  amount  to  half  the  householders 
of  England  and  Wales,  and  are  men  of  equal  wealth,  respectability 
and  intelligence  with  the  householders  of  the  represented  towns ; 
thus  the  fevoured  towns  will  return  an  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  members  for  England  and  Wales,  and  the  interests  of  the 
whole  Kingdom  will  be  entirely  in  the  power  of  the  inhabitants 
of  these  towns. 

3rdly,  Because  by  this  Bill  the  influence  of  the  landed  interest 
is  destroyed,  by  its  giving  a  majority  of  the  members  taken  from 
those  boroughs  which  usually  supported  that  interest,  to  the  great 
towns,  and  by  its  depriving  it  of  the  county  representation,  by 
allowing  the  inhabitants  of  represented  towns  to  vote  for  knights 
of  the  shire  for  estates  within  such  towns.     Because  no  pretence 
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is  stated  in  the  Bill  for  disfranchising  the  towns  contained  in 
Schedule  B,  many  of  which  towns  have  more  voters  now,  and 
wiU  have  more  voters  under  this  Bill,  than  some  towns  that  are 
to  retain  both  their  members ;  and  because  there  are  many  towns 
which  will  retain  their  members,  although  it  is  notorious  the 
electors  of  these  towns,  are  as  completely  under  the  controul  of 
Peers,  and  other  wealthy  individuals,  as  the  electors  in  any  of 
the  towns  in  Schedule  A,  and  must  return  the  members  nominated 
by  such  Peers  or  other  individuals. 

4thly,  Because,  although  the  preamble  of  the  Bill  states  that 
one  of  its  objects  is  to  prevent  abuses  at  elections,  no  provision 
is  made  for  the  prevention  of  any  one  abuse. 

5thly,  Because  the  Bill  is  so  imperfect  that  it  cannot  be  carried 
into  execution  without  the  aid  of  some  other  law,  thereby  giving 
a  pretence  for  keeping  up  a  discussion  upon  the  question  of  Par- 
Uamentary  Beform,  and  continuing  the  excitement  that  now 
unfortunately  prevails.  This  Bill  has  created  boroughs  without 
determining  their  extent  or  the  population  which  they  are  to 
contain ;  divided  counties  without  settling  the  line  of  division ; 
created  courts  without  appointing  any  officers  to  them;  given 
those  courts  the  power  of  examining  witnesses,  without  enabling 
them  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  or  providing  for  the 
payment  of  their  expenses;  imposed  unnecessary  burthens  on  all 
churchwardens  and  overseers,  and  a  very  heavy  and  unnecessary 
expence  on  small  parishes. 

6thly,  Because  this  Bill,  instead  of  settling  the  question  of 
Parliamentary  Reform,  will  excite  discontent,  and,  instead  of  con- 
cluding the  question,  will  be  only  the  one  of  a  series  of  measures 
which  will  end  in  the  destruction  of  the  Constitution. 

William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 

George  Eenyon,  Lord  Kenyon  (for  all  the  reasons  except  the 
second). 

III.  Lord  Ellenborough's  Protest. 

Because  the  Bill,  changing  the  constituency  of  every  county, 
city  and  borough,  disfranchising  with  injustice,  in  many  cases 
enfranchising  with  impolicy  or  partiality,  leaving  or  creating  as 
many  incongruities  as  it  attempts  to  correct,  opening  many  new 
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questions,  and  settling  none,  contains  within  itself  the  elements 
of  further  change,  and  thos  tends  to  continue  an  agitation  de- 
structive of  the  comfort  of  society,  and  fatal  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
country. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  EUenborongh* 

Bichard  Temple  Nugent  Brydges  Chandos  Orenville,  Duke  of 
Buckingham  and  Chandos. 

George  Percy,  Earl  of  Beverley. 

Charles  William  Vane  Stewart,  Earl  Vane   (Marquis  of  Lon- 
donderry). 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

John  George  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 

John  Colville,  Lord  Colville  of  Culross. 

John  Robert  Townshend,  Viscount  Sydney. 

Bobert  Jocelyn,  Lord  Clanbrasadl  (Earl  of  Boden). 

George  Augustus   Frederic  George   Holroyd,    Lord    Sheffield 
.    (Earl  of  Sheffield). 

Thomas  Chohnondeley,  Lord  Delamere. 

John  Poulett,  Earl  Foulett. 

Henry    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshnrst    (Viscount 
Strangford). 

Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

George  Gordon,  Earl  of  Norwich  (Duke  of  Gordon). 

Hugh  Percy,  Duke  of  Northumberland. 

Walter  Francis   Douglas  Scott^   Earl  of  Doncaster  (Duke  of 
Buccleuch). 

IV.  Duke  of  Newcastle's  Peotest. 

ist^  Because  we  object  to  the  principle  as  well  as  to  the  details 
of  the  Bill,  which^  whilst  it  arbitrarily  condemns  and  annihilates 
various  boroughs  without  even  the  semblance  of  a  trial  or  charge 
of  delinquency,  at  once  effects  a  wanton  and  violent  change  in 
the  Constitution^  shaking  our  confidence  in  the  Executive  Gt)vem- 
ment,  and  forming  a  fearAil  precedent  of  despotic  rule  and  disregard 
of  vested  rights,  endangering  the  possession  of  every  species  of 
property,  endangering  the  security  of  all  the  existing  institutions 
of  the  coimtry,  whether  of  the  Church,  the  Throne,  or  the  State, 
and  thus  tending  to  the  accomplishment  of  a  revolution  in  this 
country,  hitherto  so  famed  and  envied  for  its  wise,  free  and 
well-balanced  Constitution. 

2ndly,  Because  we  object  to  the  shameful  mode  by  which  a 
majority  was  obtained  for  the  second  reading  and  subsequent 
stages  of  the  Bill;    the  most  scandalous  arts  of  seduction  and 
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menaoe  having  been  resorted  to  in  order  to  effect  the  purpose. 
Even  during  the  debate  we  were  told  by  one  of  the  King's 
ministers,  with  a  view  to  overbear  the  decision  of  the  House, 
*that  the  Crown  and  the  people  were  opposed  to  fewer  than  two 
hundred  Peers  of  this  House;'  thus  intimating  that  we  were 
slavishly  to  bow  to  a  superior  will^  and  not  freely  and  fearlessly 
to  exercise  our  deliberate  and  unbiassed  judgment  in  the  execution 
of  our  indisx>en8able  duty. 

3rdly,  Because  we  know  that  the  threat  of  creating  Peers  induced 
many  Lords  to  adopt  a  course  which  they  conceived  was  calculated 
to  avert  the  desolating  indignity^  and  that  they  avowedly  voted 
for  the  second  reading  in  consequence.  That  an  agreement  was 
made  with  many  Lords  of  this  House,  that  if  they  would  not  vote 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill^  the  King  would  not  be 
advised  to  create  Peers  for  the  special  purpose  of  carrying  the 
wanton  and  guilty  measure  of  reform.  That  in  the  committee,  in 
consequence  of  a  division  against  the  ministers,  the  consideration 
of  the  first  clause  was  postponed^  whereupon  the  said  ministers 
thought  fit  to  recommend  to  the  King  to  create  the  Peers  in 
question,  which  recommendation  being  rejected,  those  ministers 
resigned  their  offices.  That  after  an  ineffectual  endeavour  to  form 
another  administration^  the  same  ministers  were  reinstated  in 
their  offices,  on  which  occasion  they  announced  in  Parliament 
that  they  had  consented  to  resume  their  offices  only  on  the 
express  understanding  that  the  Reform  Bill  was  to  pass  un- 
mutilated  and  unaltered.  That  in  consequence  of  the  King^s 
gracious  and  fixed  determination  not  to  yield  to  the  advice  to 
create  Peers,  another  expedient  was  resorted  to,  equally  uncon- 
stitutional, more  derogatory,  perhaps^  to  the  character  of  the 
House,  equally  subversive  of  its  integrality  and  independence, 
namely,  that  various  Lords  of  this  House  were  invited  or  desired 
to  absent  themselves,  or  secede  from  their  attendance,  during  the 
future  debates^  and  thus  to  devote  the  remainder  to  an  absurd, 
fruitless  and  utterly  ineffectual  resistance.  That  in  this  manner^ 
and  in  this  manner  only,  has  the  Bill  been  carried  by  force, 
stratagem  and  violence. 

4thly,  Because  from  this  it  has  resulted  that  the  House  of  Lords 
is  under  duress,  deliberation  has  been  destroyed ;  and  therefore  it 
haa  beeu  rendered  incompetent  to  discuss  the  question.     The  Bill 
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cannot  be  considered  to  have  received  the  sanction  of  this  House, 
and  cannot  be  properly  entitled  an  Act  of  Parliament ;  for  as  well, 
and  better,  might  the  Bill  have  been  taken  directly  from  the 
Commons  to  the  King  for  his  Majesty's  approval,  passing  by  the 
Lords,  as  that  it  should  have  been  forced  through  the  House  in 
the  scandalous^  and  fortunately  hitherto  unexampled^  manner  here 
faintly  described. 

5thly,  Because,  as  to  a  creation  of  Peers,  it  must  be  manifest 
that  Peers  so  made  would  be  not  to  strengthen  and  support  the 
Monarchy  and  the  Constitution  of  the  country^  but  to  assault 
and  overthrow  both,  by  the  open  violation  of  an  implied  and 
solemn  compact  on  the  part  of  the  one,  and  the  treasonable  attempt 
thus  to  carry  a  measure  framed  for  the  purpose  of  overturning 
the  other. 

6thly,  Because^  by  the  proceedings  enumerated,  the  royal  au- 
thority has  been  extended  for  purposes  not  contemplated  by  law, 
and  the  King  has  been  advised  and  induced  to  control  and  to 
coerce  the  free  deliberations  of  the  House  of  Lords,  whereby  the 
dignity  and  character  of  the  House  have  been  grievously  impaired, 
and  its  rights,  privileges  and  independence  have  been  alarmingly 
outraged,  and  most  unconstitutionally  violated. 

ythly.  Because  from  henceforth,  unless  some  eJQTectual  stop  be 
put  to  the  possibility  of  a  threatened  exercise  of  abused  prerogative 
and  arbitrary  power,  this  House  is  no  longer  free,  its  functions 
are  null  and  void,  our  debates  will  be  a  mere  mockery^  and  the 
existence  of  a  House  of  Lords^  not  what  it  has  been,  the  honour 
and  safeguard  of  the  nation,  but  a  degraded  and  melancholy 
example  of  abased  nobility  and  fallen  greatness. 

8thly,  For  the  foregoing  reasons  we  have  conceived  ourselves 
called  upon  to  enter  the  record  of  our  most  solemn  protest,  not 
only  against  the  iniquitous  measure  itself,  but  against  the  various 
outrageous  and  unprecedented  proceedings  which  have  accompanied 
its  passage  through  this  House  of  Parliament. 

Henry  Pelham  Fiennes  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 
Gkorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon  (for  the  first  and  seventh  reasons). 
Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon  (for  the  first  reason). 

V.  The  Earl  of  Powis'  Protest. 
Because  the  Bill  is  a  measure  of  violation  and  force  which  sweeps 
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away  and  annihilates  long  established  and  vested  rights  of  English- 
men, the  example  of  which  must  endanger  and  render  property 
insecure. 

Because  the  BiU  is  founded  on  disfranchisement,  and  in  this 
respect  is  contrary  to  law  and  justice  and  constitutional  freedom. 
By  law  the  elective  franchise  is  a  valuable  right  and  privilege,  the 
disturbance  of  which  is  remediable  by  action ;  it  is  a  property  of 
the  highest  nature,  as  fixed  and  sacred  in  the  electors  of  boroughs 
as  in  the  electors  for  counties.  It  is  declared  by  the  highest  legal 
authority,  that  a  freeholder  can  no  more  be  deprived  of  his  right 
of  voting  than  of  his  freehold ;  yet'  this  Bill,  without  proof  of 
abuse,  without  evidence,  and  without  necessity,  destroys  in  many 
boroughs,  and  mutilates  in  others,  a  right  which,  from  the  first 
dawn  of  the  Constitution,  has  been  one  of  those  most  valued  bj 
Englishmen, — ^a  right  in  every  instance  vested,  in  some  instances 
hereditary  daring  a  succession  of  ages,  and  in  others  intimately 
and  directly  connected  with  property  in  land.  Disagreeing  with 
the  principles  of  this  Bill,  considering  it  to  strike  at  the  root  of 
all  property  and  hereditary  right,  and  of  acquired  privilege,  and 
holding  it  inconsistent  with  the  liberties  of  Englishmen,  and  of 
the  British  Constitution,  I  record  this  protost  against  this  Bill, 
as  a  measure  effecting  an  unjust  and  violent  purpose  in  an  un- 
constitutional and  oppressive  manner. 

Edward  Olive,  Earl  of  Fowls. 

James  Edward  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Itede8d6J.e. 

John  BoUe,  Lord  BoUe. 

John  Qeorge  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 

Henry    Clmton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

VI,  LoED  Mbleos'  Fikst  Protest. 

Because  thr  principles  of  this  Bill  are  carried  to  an  extent  that 
win  give  an  undue  preponderance  to  the  popular  branch  of  the 
Legislature,  and  by  thereby  endangering  the  privileges  of  this 
House,  and  the  legitimate  power  and  prerogatives  of  the  Crown, 
may  in  the  end  destroy  that  balance,  on  the  maintenance  of  which 
depends  the  existence  of  the  Constitution  and  of  the  settle^ 
institutions  of  the  country. 

VOL.  ui.  H 


98  PROTESTS.  a.d.  1832. 

Becaose^  by  reason  of  the  great,  long-continued  and  alarming 
excitement  of  the  public  mind,  a  serious  impediment  has  been 
interposed  to  a  calm  and  deliberate  consideration  of  the  principles 
and  details  of  the  measure^  whereas  without  such  consideration 
extensive  and  fundamental  changes  in  the  laws  and  government 
of  a  country  cannot  be  rendered  safe  and  permanent. 

Because  by  reason  of  the  intemperate  and  unconstitutional  advice 
o£Pered  to  his  Mq'esty  by  his  ministers  (on  occasion  of  the  post- 
ponement of  the  consideration  of  the  first  clause  of  the  Bill  while 
in  the  committee)^  accompanied  by  the  tender  of  the  resignation 
of  their  offices,  and  by  reason  of  the  embarrassments  and  difficulties 
in  which  the  Crown  has  been  thereby  involved, — so  many  Peers 
withdrew  themselves  from  attendance  on  the  service  of  this  House 
during  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill,  in  the  conviction  that  the 
House  was  virtually  precluded  from  the  independent  exercise  of 
its  functions.  That  the  Bill  has  thus  been  carried  almost  unaltered, 
and  under  circumstances  alike  ii\juriou8  to  the  public  interest,  and 
to  the  honour,  dignity,  and  independence  of  this  House. 

Thomas  Hamilton,  Lord  Melrcs  (Earl  of  Haddington). 

James  Edward  Harris,  Earl  of  Mahnesbury. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

George  Augustus  Frederic  Henry  Bridgman,  Earl  of  Bradford. 

John  George  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winohilsea  and  Not- 

tingliam. 
Henry  Hall  Gage,  Lord  G«ge  (Yiscount  Gage). 
James  Archibald  Stuart  Wortley  Mackenzie,  Lord  Wharnoliifid. 
Edward  Bootle  Wilbraham,  Lord  Skelmeradale. 
John  Robert  Townshend,  Yiscount  Sydney. 
Richard  Butler,  Earl  of  Gleng^alL 
Richard  Temple  Nugent  Brydges   Chandos  GrenviUe,   Duke  of 

Buckingham  and  Chandoe. 
William  Legge,  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 
Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Walter  Francis  Scott  Douglas,  Earl  of  Dimoaster   (Duke  of 
Buccleuch). 

VII.  The  Eael  op  Beverley's  Pbotbst. 

ist^  Because  in  my  opinion  the  Bill  destroys  that  balance  between 
the  various  interests  of  the  community,  the  maintenance  of  which 
oonstitutes  the  excellence  of  the  representative  system. 

2ndly,  Because  the  Bill  in  its  principle  and  its  provisions  is 
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unjust,  inoon^rnons  and  partial ;  oondenining  unheard^  and  de- 
priving of  their  most  ancient  rights  and  privileges,  a  large  portion 
<^  the  people. 

3rdly,  Because  in  the  origin,  the  progress  and  the  passing  of 
ihia  measnre,  popular  excitement  has  been  inflamed,  intimidation 
and  menace  made  use  of,  and  advice  pressed  upon  his  Majesty 
by  the  ministers  of  the  Crown,  injurious  to  his  royal  prerogative, 
and  utterly  destructive  of  the  independence  of  the  House  of 
Peers. 

George  Percy,  Earl  of  Beverley. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

John  George  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 

Hugh  Percy,  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

Frederic  John  Monson,  Lord  Monson. 

Ridiard  Temple  Nugent  Brydges  Chandos   Grenville,   Duke   of 

Bncldngham  and  Chandos. 
William  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 
Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 
Henry    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 


VIII.  LoBD  Melros'  Second  Protest. 

Because  important  amendments  have  been  rejected  by  the  in- 
fluence of  Government,  which  amendments  did  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  militate  against  any  one  of  the  three  great  principles  on 
which  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  contend  that  it  is  founded.  By 
one  of  these  amendments  it  was  proposed  to  enact  that  no  property 
within  boroughs  should  confer  on  its  possessors  a  right  to  vote 
toft  tiie  county,  while  a  compensation  was  to  be  given  to  such 
possessors  by  conferring  on  them  the  right  of  voting  for  the  place 
in  which  their  property  and  their  interest  actually  lay.  This 
amendment  was  right  and  expedient,  because  it  tended  really  to 
grive  to  landed  property  no  more  than  that  just  influence  in  county 
elections^  to  which,  by  the  spirit  of  the  representative  cfystem,  it 
w  fidriy  entitled.  It  was  the  professed  intention  of  the  framers 
of  the  Bill  to  protect  that  interest  by  the  encreased  representation 
4yf  the  counties ;  whereas  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands  (this  proposal 
having  been  negatived)  bestows  an  undue  preponderance,  even 
is  coonty  elections,  on  the  manufacturing  and  commercial  classes 
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of  the  community,  and  that  in  addition  to  the  increased  influence 
given  to  those  classes  by  the  enfranchisement  of  the  towns  and 
places  enumerated  in  Schedules  C  and  D,  and  by  the  altered 
constituency  of  many  of  the  remaining  boroughs.  The  reasonable 
expectations  of  the  agricultural  interest,  thus  encouraged,  have 
been  disappointed  in  a  manner  as  inconsistent  with  that  sound 
policy  which  dictates  that  a  just  balance  should  be  maintained 
between  the  several  important  interests  in  the  country,  as  it  is 
with  that  perfect  fair  dealing  which  should  ever  characterize  all 
the  proceedings  of  the  Legislature  and  of  the  Government.  The 
Bill,  amended  as  proposed,  would  still  have  given  much  more  to 
the  manufacturing  and  commercial  classes  than  the  clause  itself 
would  have  taken  from  them,  and  the  influence  secured  by  that 
clause  to  the  landed  property,  though  considerable,  would  not  have 
proved  equivalent  to  that  of  which  it  would  still  have  been  deprived 
by  the  Bill 

Thomas  Hamilton,  Lord  ULelros  (Earl  of  Haddington). 
James  Archibald  Stuart  Wortley  Mackenzie,  Lord  Whamclifib. 
Henry  Hall  Gage,  Lord  Gktge  (Viscount  Gage). 
Eichard  Butler,  Earl  of  GlengalL 
James  Edward  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 
Walter  Francis  Scott  Douglas,  Earl  of  Donoaster   (Duke   of 
Buccleuch). 


IX.  Lord  Mansfield's  Protest. 

1st,  Because,  though  in  the  preamble  to  the  Bill  it  is  declared 
that  it  is  expedient  to  take  efiectual  measures  for  correcting  divers 
abuses  which  have  long  prevailed  in  the  choice  of  members  to  serve 
in  the  Commons'  House  of  Parliament,  no  abuses  are  described  nor 
is  any  correction  applied. 

andly.  Because^  though  it  is  declared  to  be  expedient  to  deprive 
inconsiderable  places  of  the  right  of  returning  members,  the  expe- 
diency is  merely  asserted,  but  has  not  been  proved,  nor  could  this 
House  be  governed  by  considerations  of  expediency  inconsistent 
with  justice.  We  protest  against  the  doctrine  that  any  individual 
or  corporate  body  can  be  justly  deprived  of  any  rights  which  have 
been  legally  enjoyed :  whether  the  right  be  of  the  nature  of  aa 
absolute  property,  or  of  a  trust  connected  with  property,  con- 
sistently with  the  principles  of  justice,  which  under  all  circum- 
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stances  mast  be  immutable;  either  delinqaencj  must  have  been 
proved,  or  compensation  must  have  been  given,  before  the  sacrifice 
was  exacted:  upon  this  principle  Parliament  proceeded  in  approving 
the  purchase  of  the  heritable  jurisdictions  in  Scotland ;  and  in  a 
more  recent  and  analogous  instance^  compensation  was  given  by 
the  Irish  Parliament  to  individuals  and  to  corporate  bodies  in  Ire- 
land, for  the  deprivation  of  their  right  of  returning  members. 

3rdl7,  Because,  though  it  is  stated  in  the  preamble  that  it  is 
expedient  to  deprive  inconsiderable  places  of  the  right  of  returning^ 
members,  and  to  grant  such  privilege  to.  large  and  populous  towns, 
no  positive  rule  has  been  observed  in  defining  them.  If  a  prefer- 
ence had  been  invariably  given  to  those  towns  which  contained  the 
greatest  number  of  inhabitants,  and  which  had  paid  the  greatest 
amount  of  assessed  taxes,  some  places  which  are  now  assumed  to  be 
most  populous  and  wealthy,  would  have  been  excluded,  and  others 
would  have  been  inserted  in  the  list  of  those  which  are  entitled  to 
this  privilege ;  and  again,  if  a  uniform  rule  had  been  observed  in 
adding  to  the  old  boroughs  such  an  extension  of  territory  as  would 
have  given  them  a  reasonable  number  of  electors^  some  places  now 
excluded  as  inconsiderable  would  have  retained  a  portion  of  their 
rights. 

4thly,  Because  this  House  has  been  disturbed  in  the  free  exercise 
of  its  judgment  upon  these  and  many  other  objectionable  parts  of 
the  Bill ;  for  a  noble  Lord,  who  had  opposed  the  second  reading, 
declared,  in  his  place,  that  though  he  still  objected  to  the  Bill,  he 
would  withhold  all  future  opposition  to  its  progress,  the  House 
having  been  given  to  understand  that  his  Majesty's  ministers  had 
resumed  the  offices,  which  they  had  lately  resigned,  upon  the  con- 
dition that  his  Majesty  would  adopt  their  advice  to  create  such  a 
number  of  Peers  as  would  secure  the  passing  of  this  Bill  unaltered 
in  its  most  important  provisions ;  and  further  that  noble  Lord 
declared,  that  he  adopted  that  line  of  proceeding  by  compulsion, 
preferring  the  passing  of  this  Bill  to  the  creation  of  Peers,  which 
was  considered  to  be  a  greater  calamity ;  and  there  is  reason  to 
helieve  that  other  noble  Lords  were  influenced  by  the  same  con- 
sideration. To  the  statement  of  the  advice  tendered  to  his  Majesty, 
*nd  of  the  consent  obtained,  his  Majesty's  ministers  gave  no 
contradiction.  It  appears  to  us,  therefore,  to  be  our  duty  to  protest 
against  the  passing  of  this  Bill ;   the  parliamentary  forms  have 


102  PROTESTS.  a.d.  183  a. 

been  observed,  but  the  independent  action  of  the  House  has  been 
constrained  by  the  apprehension  of  the  danger  to  which  it  was 
exposed ;  and  though  the  Bill^  if  it  should  receive  the  royal  ass^it, 
will  pass  into  a  law,  yet  as  the  validity  of  any  Act  which  should 
have  passed  with  the  consent  of  only  two  branches  of  the  Legis- 
lature would  be  justly  questioned,  so,  according  to  the  general 
principles  of  law,  the  free  consent  of  the  House  of  Lords  cannot  be 
assumed,  and  every  deed  or  instrument  executed  under  compulsion 
or  threat  would  be  illegal  and  void. 

William  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

Thomas  Philip  Weddel  Sobinson,  Lord  Grantham,  for  the 
fourth  reason. 

James  Edward  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

John  Evans  Freke,  Lord  Carbery,  for  the  fourth  reason. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Henry  Kichard  Greville,  Earl  Brooke  (Earl  of  Warwick). 

Hugh  Percy,  Duke  of  Northumberland,  for  the  fourth  reason. 

Bobert  Smith,  Lord  Carrington. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

John  BoUe,  Lord  BoUe. 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winchilsea  and  Not- 
tingham, for  the  fourth  reason. 

James  Andrew  John  Laurence  Charles  Drummond,  Viscount 
Strathallan. 

Charles  Brudenell  Bruce,  Marquis  of  Ailesbury. 

Charles  Duncombe,  Lord  Feversham. 

Henry  Peyto  Yemey,  Lord  Willoughby  de  Broka 

Francis  North,  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Thomas  Manners  Sutton,  Lord  Manners. 

Heneage  Finch,  Earl  of  Aylesford. 

John  ColviUe^  Lord  Colville  of  Culross. 

Thomas  Cholmondeley,  Lord  Delamere. 

Bichard  Temple  Nugent  Brydges  Chandos  Greuville,  Duke  of 
Buckingham  and  Chandoe. 

Frederic  John  Monson,  Lord  Monscm. 

Henry  Clinton  Sydney  Smith,  Lord  FenBhurst  (Viscount 
Strangford), 

George  Augustus  Frederic  George  Holroyd,  Lord  Sheffield 
(Earl  of  Sheffield). 

Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

X  The  MAKquis  or  Salisbury's  Protbst. 

Because  hy  the  ancient  laws  and  constitution  of  this  realm  tlie 
House  of  Peers  is  entitled  to  exercise  a  free  and  uncontrolled  judge- 
ment in  framing,  altering  and  amending  Bills  in  Parliament,  before 
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they  can  attain  the  validity  of  law^  and  because  the  said  privilege 
has  been  invaded  and  rendered  of  none  effect  by  the  unconstitutional 
advice  given  to  his  Majesty  (advice  which  is  not  denied  by  his 
aervants)  to  create  Peers  in  sufficient  numbers  to  controul  die 
deeiflion  of  this  House^  and  consequently  to  secure  an  unconstitu- 
taonal  majority  in  favour  of  this  measure. 

James  Brownlpw  William  Gascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 
Henry   Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
Fletcher  Norton,  Lord  Grantley. 
John  Oeorge  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 
Oeorge  Percy,  Earl  of  Beverley. 

Henry  Richard  Qreville,  Earl  Brooke  (Earl  of  Warwick). 
Charles  Brudenell  Bruce,  Marquis  of  Ailesbury. 
Robert  Smith,  Lord  Carrington. 
Charles  Dunoombe,  Lord  Feversham. 
Thomas  Manners  Sutton,  Lord  Manners. 
Henry  Peyto  Yemey,  Lord  Willoughby  de  Broke. 
Francis  North,  Earl  of  Guilford. 
Heneage  Finch,  Earl  of  Aylesford. 
Henry  Hall  Gage,  Lord  Gage  rViscoont  Qage). 
Cdward  Bootle  Wilbraham,  Lord  Skelmersdale. 
Oeorge   Augustus  Frederic  George  Holroyd,   Lord   Sheffield 

(Earl  of  Sheffield). 
John  Robert  Townshend,  Viscount  Sydney. 
Robert  Jocelyn,  Lord  cdanbrassil  (Earl  of  Boden). 
John  Fane,  Earl  of  Weatmorland. 
Hu^  Percy,  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 
Thomas  Philip  Weddel  Robinson,  Lord  Grantham. 
Thomas    Robert    Henry    Drummond,    Lord    Hay     (Earl    <^ 

Kinnoull). 
John  Evans  Freke,  Lord  Carbery. 
Walter   Francis  Scott  Douglas,  Earl  of  Donoaster  (Duke  of 

Buccleuch). 
Hugh  Percy,  Duke  of  Northumberland. 
Jolm  Rolle,  Lord  BoUe. 


XI.  Thb  Earl  of  Malmesbdrt's  PRorrssr. 

ist^  Because  I  feel  convinced  that  the  leading  character  of  the 
pioviisions  of  this  Bill  is  to  reduce  that  due  proportion  of  influence 
which  the  agricultural  interest  ought  to  possess,  and  ever  has  pos- 
in  the  Commons'  House  of  Parliament. 
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andly,  Because  some  of  the  enactments  of  this  Bill  are  to  be 
carried  into  execution  by  calling  for  aid  (and  that  in  not  a  few 
cases  largely)  on  that  fund  which,  under  the  denomination  of  poor 
rates,  is  levied  for  the  maintenance  and  support  of  the  aged,  the 
infirm  and  the  needy;  which  call  becomes  in  a  greater  degree 
objectionable  and  unjust  when,  in  such  boroughs  where  the  whole 
parish  is  not  included,  the  rate-payers  will  have  to  assist  in  defray- 
ing the  expences  incidental  to  the  bestowing  that  elective  franchise 
on  their  fellow  paiashioners  from  the  which  they  themselves  are 
excluded ;  and  in  all  instances,  must  females,  and  those  otherwise 
disqualified,  be  thus  exposed  to  a  partial  and  arbitrary  tax  on  the 
property  that  they  occupy  or  possess. 

3rdly,  Because  the  duties  imposed  on  the  overseers  of  the  poor 
under  this  Act  are  of  a  most  onerous,  complicated  and  harassing^ 
nature ;  exposing  them  to  a  penalty  of  the  severest  description, 
should  they  fail  in  the  due  execution  of  such  duties,  which  are  in 
some  instances  of  a  double  nature,  both  as  applying  to  the  register- 
ing of  votes  for  counties,  and  boroughs,  without  aflfording  these 
persons  the  slightest  remuneration  for  the  labour  and  inconvenience 
to  which  it  subjects  them,  or  for  loss  of  time,  which  to  individuals 
in  that  class  of  the  community  on  which  chiefly  such  duties  are 
compulsory,  may  be  considered  as  loss  of  property. 

4thly,  Because  the  result  of  the  operation  of  this  Bill  will  be, 
that,  in  many  instances,  the  ofllce  of  overseer  will  be  endeavoured 
to  be  evaded  by  the  most  respectable  and  competent  persons  for  the 
filling  that  important  oflSce,  and  will,  at  the  same  time,  be  eagerly 
sought  after  by  needy  adventurers  and  meddling  and  interested 
demagogues,  for  electioneering  purposes,  whereby  the  interests  and 
welfare  of  the  poor  may  become  of  secondary  importance,  and  may 
be  either  totally  neglected,  or  most  materially  injured ;  and  those 
vast  sums,  now  so  partially  levied  under  the  denomination  of  poor 
rates,  squandered  dV  misapplied. 

James  Edward  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 
Henry  Hall  Gage,  Lord  Gkige  (Viscount  Gage). 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdfkle. 
Thomas  Cholmondeley,  Lord  Delamere. 
John  George  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 
Frederic  John  Monson,  Lord  Monson. 
Hugh  Percy,  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 
William  Murray,  1^1  of  Mansfield. 
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Hugh  Percy,  Duke  of  Northumberland. 
John  Rolle,  Lord  BoUe. 

Walter  Francis   Scott  Douglas,  Earl  of  Donoaater   (Duke  of 
Buccleuch). 

DCLXXVII. 

July  13,  1832. 

The  Scotch  Reform  Bill  passed  on  this  day.  No  division  was  taken  on 
it,  but  during  the  course  of  the  debate,  just  before  the  second  reading, 
Lord  Haddington  called  attention  to  the  loss  which  the  Bill  entailed  on 
the  '  owners  of  superiorities '  who  had  alone  possessed  the  county  fran- 
chise before  the  Reform  Bill,  and  who  were  to  lose  it  thereafter.  Lord 
Haddington  valued  these  rights  at  about  JS^oo  a-piece.  When  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  was  moved  by  Lord  Brougham,  explanations  as  to  the 
woridng  of  this  practice  were  given.     See  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xiv, 

P-55. 

ist,  Because  the  Bill  that  has  just  received  the  sanction  of  this 
House  does  not  do  justice  to  the  fair  claims  of  Scotland,  and  has 
not  been  framed  with  a  due  reference  to  the  peculiar  situation  and 
circumstances  of  that  country:  it  is  believed  that  at  the  time  of 
the  union  the  amount  of  the  Scottish  representation  was  fixed  with 
reference  to  the  proportion  that  the  combined  population  and 
revenue* of  Scotland  bore  to  the  population  and  revenue  of  England. 
A  similar  principle  has  been  followed  in  framing  the  disfranchising 
and  enfranchising  schedules  in  the  English  Reform  Bill.  An 
adherence  to  this  just  rule  on  the  present  occasion  would  have 
added  probably  eighteen  or  twenty  members,  instead  of  eight,  to 
the  numbers  composing  the  new  representation  of  Scotland. 

indly,  Because  great  attention  having  been  paid  to  the  claims  of 
large,  populous  and  wealthy  counties  in  England,  many  of  the 
greatest  and  wealthiest  and  most  populous  Scottish  counties  have 
been  left  by  this  Bill  with  an  inadequate  and  scanty  representation. 

3rdly,  Because  the  combination  of  land  and  house  property  in  the 
construction  of  the  county  qualitication  would  seem  to  have  been 
adopted  without  due  consideration  of  the  nature  and  condition  of 
bnded  tenures  in  Scotland,  and  of  the  numbers  and  circumstances 
of  the  constituency  thereby  about  to  be  established.  This  part  of 
the  system,  founded  in  apparent  ignorance  of  the  circumstances 
that  ought  to  have  determined  the  principles  and  details  of  such  an 
arrangement,  is  likely  to  impair  the  just  and  wholesome  influence 
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of  the  landed  and  agricultural  interest,  and  of  those  persons  of 
inteUigence  and  property  adverted  to  with  so  much  propriety  in 
the  preamble  of  the  Bill :  whereas  with  care  and  attention  more 
ways  than  one  might  have  been  devised  of  establishing  a  sound 
and  constitutional  system  of  popular  election,  whereby  the  interests 
of  all  classes  would  have  been  consulted,  vdthout  subjecting  the 
county  in  so  great  a  degree  to  the  chance  of  fraud  and  litigation,  of 
expensive  contests,  and  of  bribery  and  corruption ;  evils  hitherto 
little  known  in  the  history  of  Scottish  county  elections. 

4thly,  Because  the  landed  interest  is  still  further  aggrieved  by 
the  denial  of  all  compensation  for  the  great  loss  it  will  sustain  by 
the  annihilation  of  the  x)olit^l  value  of  superiorities.  The  value  of 
landed  property  throughout  Scotland  will  be  thereby  greatly 
deteriorated^  and  much  injustice  done  to  all  persons  and  bodies 
interested  in  such  superiorities,  and  in  the  rights  hitherto  enjoyed 
under  the  law  and  constitution  of  Scotland  by  holders  of  that 
description  of  property.  This  denial  is  contrary  to  justice,  to  con- 
servative principles^  and  to  sound  policy. 

5thly,  Because  an  immense  change  has  been  suddenly  made  by 
this  Bill  in  the  representative  constitution  of  Scotland,  without  due 
consideration  of  the  probable  effects  of  this  extensive  experiment  on 
the  political  influences  and  social  relations  of  that  country,*  and  on 
the  peace^  property  and  happiness  of  the  people. 

6thly,  Because  for  these  reasons^  and  not  from  any  wish  to  with- 
hold from  the  people  of  Scotland  a  safe,  constitutional  and  liberal 
extension  of  political  franchise,  which  the  circumstances  of  the  pre- 
sent time  render  it  more  expedient  to  grants  I  dissent  firom  the 
passing  of  this  Bill. 

Thomas  Hamilton,  Lord  Melros  (Earl  of  Haddington). 
William  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield,  for  the  first  five  reasons. 
Qeorge  Gk)rdon,  Viscount  Gk>rdon  (Earl  of  Aberdeen). 

For  all  the  reasons  except  the  fourth. 

James  St.  Clair  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 
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DCLXXVIII— DCLXXX. 

July  80,  1882. 

The  following  protests  were  entered  against  the  third  reading  of  the 
Irish  Befomi  BilL 

Because  we  look  upon  the  passing  this  Bill  as  destructive  of  the 
Protestant  interest,  and  thus  endangering  the  Established  Church 
in  Ireland. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 

Nicholas  Yansittart,  Lord  Bezley. 

James  Brownlow  William  Gascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 

ist,  Because  I  think  the  Irish  Reform  Bill  is  unjust  in  principle 
and  mischievous  in  detail ;  it  deprives  Protestant  freemen  of  their 
privil^es,  and  overthrows  those  guards  for  the  protection  of 
Protestantism  in  Ireland  which  our  ancestors  so  wisely  established, 
and  by  which,  under  God,  the  blessings  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty  have  been  hitherto  preserved  to  all  classes  of  his  Majesty's 
aabjects. 

2iidly,  Because  it  will  be  the  means  of  destroying  the  Protestant 
Church  Establishment  in  Ireland,  and  erecting  in  its  place  a 
system  of  error  and  superstition  calculated  to  enslave  the  minds 
of  the  people. 

3rd]y,  Because  it. gives  additional  power  to  Roman  Catholic 
priests  and  demagogues  to  control  the  electors  in  the  choice  of 
their  representatives,  and  will  thereby  ensure  a  return  to  the 
Commons'  House  of  Parliament  of  those  who  are  opposed  to  the 
influence  of  property  and  the  permanence  of  British  connexion. 

4thly,  Because  I  think  it  will  lead  to  a  series  of  measures 
destructive  of  the  best  interests  of  the  country^  and  produce  anarchy 
and  confusion  throughout  the  whole  Empire. 

Robert  Jocelyn,  Lord  Clanbrassil  (Earl  of  Roden). 
Thomas  Pakenham,  Earl  of  "Longford,  for  third  and  fourth 
reasons.  * 

Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  appear  necessarily  to  en- 
danger the  salutary  effects  of  those  measures,  which,  at  the  period 
of  the  Union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  were  considered 
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such  as  best  tended  to  strengthen  and  consolidate  the  connection 
between  the  two  Kingdoms^  and  which  were  adopted  in  order  to 
promote  and  secare  the  essential  interests  of  both,  and  to  con- 
solidate the  strength,  power,  and  resources  of  the  British  Empire. 

Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  have  a  tendency  to  prejudice 
the  Protestant  interests  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  to  endanger 
the  one  Protestant  United  Episcopal  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land, the  continuance  and  preservation  of  which  has  been  declared 
to  be  an  essential  and  fundamental  part  of  the  Union. 

John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 

Thomas  P^enham,  Earl  of  Longford. 

Geoi^e  Thomas  John  Nugent,  Marquis  of  Westmeath. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 


DCLXXXI. 

August  1,  1832. 

By  Act  of  Parliament,  55  George  m,  cap.  115,  the  Government,  in  con- 
sequence of  an  engagement  entered  into  with  the  King  of  the  Netherlands 
and  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  bound  itself  to  pay  the  interest  on  25,000,000 
Dutch  florins  to  the  Eussian  treasury,  with  a  sinking  fund.  The  payment 
was  made  for  services  in  the  Continental  war.  A  treaty  was  simul- 
taneously entered  into  between  the  Kings  of  the  Netherlands  and  Eng- 
land, in  consequence  of  the  incorporation  of  Belgium  with  the  Nether- 
lands, by  which  the  King  of  Holland  agreed  to  pay  a  similar  sum  by  way 
of  interest  to  Russia.  But  by  certain  secret  articles  in  the  treaty,  it  was 
stipulated  that  this  payment  from  Holland  should  be  diminished  propor- 
tionately if  she  lost  any  of  the  Belgian  provinces.  This  had  occurred,  and 
the  question  arose  as  to  whether  the  moiety  payable  by  England  could 
legally  be  paid  any  longer.  In  order  to  obviate  doubts,  an  Act  2  and  3 
William  IV,  cap.  81,  was  passed,  against  which  the  following  protest  was 
entered.  The  subject  was  debated  with  great  warmth  in  the  House  of 
Commons.     See  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xiv,  p.  259,  <kc. 

ist.  Because,  admitting  that  the  payment  made  by  his  Majesty's 
Government,  subsequently  to  the  possession  and  sovereignty  of  the 
Belgic  provinces  having  passed  away  and  been  severed  from  the 
dominions  of  his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  might  have 
been  justified  by  a  liberal  constructiSn  of  the  treaty,  and  by  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  separation  was  effected,  we  are  of 
opinion  that  such  payment  was  not  warranted  by  the  Act  55 
George  III,  cap.  115,  and  was  consequently  illegal ;  and  we  think 
that  the  proposal  of  any  legislative  measure  to  authorise  future 
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payments,  ought  to  have  been  preceded  by  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
of  Indemnity  for  such  violation  of  the  law. 

andly,  Because  we  cannot  but  regard  the  convention  entered 
into  by  his  Majesty  and  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  on  the  i6th  of 
November,  1831,  and  the  principles  on  which  that  convention  is 
founded,  as  forming  part  of  a  new  system  of  policy  by  which  the 
relations  of  Great  Britain  with  Holland  and  Belgium  are  hereafter 
to  be  T^ulated;  and  we  think  it  premature,  and  unfair,  to  call 
upon  the  House  for  a  vote  which,  by  implication,  may  be  construed 
to  sanction  the  adoption  of  a  system  not  yet  explained  to  us,  and  to 
approve  the  course  of  a  negotiation  not  yet  terminated  ;  more 
especially,  as  we  are  still  ignorant  in  what  degree  the  indepen- 
dence and  essential  interests  of  one  of  the  most  intimate  and  valued 
allies  of  this  country  may  be  affected  by  the  result. 

George  Gordon,  Viscount  Gk>rdon  (Earl  of  Aberdeen). 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Welling^n. 

James  St.  Clair  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 

Henry    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdcile. 


DCLXXXII. 

Febeuajby  5,  1833. 

During  the  War  of  Independence  in  Belgium,  the  five  Great  Powers 
were  invited  to  confer  on  the  state  of  affairs  in  the  Low  Countries.  As 
it  was  obyious  that  the  reunion  of  Belgium  and  Holland  was  impossible, 
the  Qt)vemment,  in  conjunction  with  the  other  Powers,  gave  guarantees 
for  the  independence  of  the  said  kingdom,  and  acknowledged  Leopold  as 
King.  As  the  Dutch  had  occupied  Antwerp  and  closed  the  Scheldt,  they 
were  informed  that  the  Powers  would  not  consent  that  Belgium  should  be 
excluded  from  this  river ;  that  a  convention  had  been  signed,  and  that 
coercion  would  be  used  if  necessary.  The  result  of  this  was  that  Ant- 
werp was  captured.  Allusion  was  made  to  the  facts  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  and  papers  were  laid  before  the  House,  Lord  Grey  defending 
the  policy  of  the  Government.  The  debate  on  the  Speech  is  given  in 
Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol  xv,  p.  90.     The  following  protest  is  entered. 

Because,  in  humbly  thanking  his  Majesty  for  the  papers  on  the 
affiurs  of  Holland  and  Belgium,  which  he  has  given  directions 
diould  be  laid  before  this  House,  we  feel  it  to  be  our  duty,  at 
ihe  eame  time,  to  express  our  regret  that  his  Majesty  should  have 
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found  himself  compelled,  in  conjunction  with  the  King  of  the 
French^  to  adopt  measures  which  have  led  to  the  attack  and  de- 
struction of  the  citadel  of  Antwerp,  and  to  the  capture  of  the  Dutch 
garrison  as  prisoners  of  war. 

We  are  not  informed  that  any  insult  has  been  offered  by  the 
Grovemment  of  the  Netherlands  to  the  Crown  and  dignity  of  his 
Majesty ;  that  any  treaty  or  engagement  has  been  violated,  or 
that  any  of  his  Majesty's  subjects  have  been  injured  or  oppressed : 
we  cannot,  therefore,  but  deeply  lament  that  his  Majesty  should 
have  been  advised  to  co-operate  in  the  execution  of  measures 
directed,  as  we  think,  against  the  honour  and  independence  of  a 
faithful  and  unoffending  ally,  which  are  compatible  only  with  a 
state  of  actual  hostility^  and  which,  as  it  seems  to  us,  are  at 
variance  with  the  principles  of  justice  and  of  all  public  law. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

George  Gordon,  Viscount  Gkxrdon  (Earl  of  Aberdeen). 

William  Frederic,  Duke  of  Glouoester. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Henry    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Penshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
John  Rolle,  Lord  BoUe. 
James  Walter  Grimston,  Earl  of  Verulam. 
Henry  Bathurst,  Earl  Bathurst. 
Francis  Almeric  Spencer,  Lord  ChurchilL 
William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wjnford, 
James  St.  Clair  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 
William  Carr  Beresford,  Viscount  Beresford. 
Charles  Stuart,  Lord  Stuart  de  Bothesay. 
Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 
Edward  Henry  Pery,  Earl  of  Idmerick. 


DCLXXXIII. 

June  5,  1833. 

Among  the  Acts  of  this  Session  was  a  Bill  for  constructing  a  railway 
fi:x)m  Swannington  to  Worthington  in  the  county  of  Leicester.  Lord 
Whamcliffe  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  but  it  was  carried. 

He  then  entered  the  following. 

Because  the  Bill  authorises  the  making  a  railway  over  and 
through  certain  lands  against  the  consent  of  the  lessee  thereof^ 
and  in  spite  of  his  opposition  thereto,  such  lands  being  held  by 
him  under  a  charity,  the  Master  of  which  is  a  consenting  party 
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to  the  Bill,  by  lease  for  three  lives,  the  eldest  of  which  is  under 
twenty-four  years,  and  the  coal  under  the  same  being  also  held  by 
him  by  lease,  for  the  term  of  his  own  life,  without  securing  any 
compensation  or  way-leave  rent  to  such  lessee. 

Because  the  list  of  subscribers  to  the  proposed  undertaking,  with 
Tery  few  exceptions,  consists  of  persons  whose  estates  and  mineral 
properties  are  avowedly  so  situated  with  reference  to  those  lands 
as  to  make  a  passage  over  them  for  the  space  of  one-fourth  or 
thereabouts  of  the  whole  length  of  the  proposed  railway  in  the 
highest  degree  advantageous  to  such  persons,  and  more  especially 
to  one  of  those  persons,  who,  in  his  own  name,  or  in  those  of 
others  connected  with  or  dependent  upon  him,  is  a  subscriber  for 
more  than  one-third  of  the  whole  sum  subscribed. 

Because  the  witnesses  produced  before  the  Committee  of  the  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  supporting  the  allegations  of  the  preamble,  and 
of  proving  that  the  making  of  the  proposed  railway  would  be 
useful  and  beneficial  to  the  public,  are,  all  of  them,  directly  and 
materially  interested  in  the  establishment  of  the  proposed  railway, 
either  as  owners  or  lessees,  or  as  agents  to  owners  or  lessees  of  coals 
or  lime  to  be  conveyed  along  it,  or  as  holders  of  shares  of  an 
existing  railway  of  which  this  wiU  be  a  continuation,  and  the 
profits  upon  which  will  be  greatly  increased  in  case  this  Bill  passes 
into  a  law. 

Because  it  does  not  appear  that  there  is  any  sufficient  public 
or  national  object  connected  with  the  proposed  railway  to  justify 
such  an  exercise  of  the  legislative  power  of  Parliament. 

Because  the  invariable  practice  of  the  House  of  Lords  has 
hitherto  been  carefully  to  protect  private  rights  and  properties 
from  being  overborne  and  sacrificed,  except  upon  clear  and  satis- 
fiM^ry  proof  of  a  paramount  public  or  national  benefit,  with  which 
such  rights  or  properties  were  likely  to  interfere ;  and  this  is  the 
first  instance  in  which  they  have  been  so  dealt  with  upon  light 
and  insufficient  grounds,  which  may  with  reason  be  suspected  of 
having  been  put  forward  to  assist  the  private  objects  of  individuals ; 
and  the  passing  of  this  Bill  will  therefore  furnish  a  precedent  of  the 
most  dangerous  character. 

James  Archibald  Stuart  Wortley  Mackenzie,  Lord  WhamdifEb. 


112  PROTESTS.  A.D.  1833. 

DCLXXXIV. 

June  25,  1833. 

The  scheme  which  the  Ministry  had  planned  for  the  aholition  of  slavery 
in  the  possessions  of  Great  Britain  was  stated  to  the  House  of  Lords  on 
this  day.  The  Earl  of  Ripon  brought  forward  five  resolutions, — the  first, 
abolishiDg  the  practice  ;  second,  enfranchising  at  once  all  under  six  years 
of  age ;  third,  apprenticing  the  freed  men  for  a  period ;  fourth,  granting 
£20,000,000  compensation  ;  and  fifth,  establishing  a  stipenpiary  magis- 
tracy and  providing,  on  liberal  and  comprehensive  principles,  for  the 
religious  and  moral  education  of  the  Negro  population.  The  debate  on 
the  subject  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xviii,  p.  1163.  All  the 
resolutions  were  agreed  to,  but  the  Duke  of  Wellington  moved  the 
omission  of  the  words  *on  liberal  and  comprehensive  principles.'  Thb 
was  negatived,  and  the  following  resolution  entered. 

1  st,  Because  it  must  be  supposed  that  any  system  of  moral  and 
religions  education  proposed  by  his  Majesty's  Government,  must  be 
founded  upon  principles  sufiiciently  liberal  and  comprehensive  to 
ensure  the  improvement  and  permanent  welfare  of  the  Negro 
population. 

indly,  Because  the  insertion  of  the  words  *upon  liberal  and 
comprehensive  principles '  in  the  fifth  resolution,  which  words  were 
not  in  the  resolution  when  first  proposed  to  Parliament,  is  calculated 
to  create  a  feeling  in  the  colonies  that  it  is  intended  to  employ  in 
the  religious  and  moral  education  of  the  Negro  population  classes 
of  persons  whom  the  proprietors  and  other  free  inhabitants  of  the 
colonies  regard  with  apprehension  and  distrust,  and  of  whose  con- 
duct they  think  that  they  have  reason  to  complain. 

3rdly,  Because  such  feeling  is  calculated  to  prevent  the  suc- 
cessful attainment  of  the  object  of  the  first  resolution^  which 
depends  upon  the  consent  of  the  Colonial  Legislatures ;  and  upon 
the  cordial  co-operation  and  assistance  of  the  proprietors  and  colo- 
nists at  large  in  the  measures  intended  to  be  adopted. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 

James  St.  Clair  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

Thomas  Hamilton,  Lord  Melros  (Earl  of  Haddington). 

G^eorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

James  Brownlow  William  Gascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 

James  C^rge  Stopford,  Lord  Saltersfcnrd  (Earl  of  Courtoun). 

George  Gordon,  Viscount  Gk>rdon  (Earl  of  Aberdeen). 

John  Jeffreys  Pratt,  Marquis  Camden. 
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Edward  Law,  Lord  EUehboroiigh. 

William  Legge,  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

John  Cast,  Earl  Srownlow. 

Thomas  Wallace,  Lord  Wallace. 

Henrj  Clinton  Sydney  Smith,  Lord  Fenahurst  (Viscount 
Strangford). 

Charles  'William  Yane  Stewart,  Earl  Vane  (Marquis  of  London- 
derry). 

John  William  Montagn,  Earl  of  Sandwich. 

Thomas  Bobert  Hay  Dmmmond,  Lord  Hay  (Earl  of  Kinnooll). 

DCLXXXV,  DCLXXXVI. 

July  19,  1888. 

By  3  and  4  William  TV,  cap.  37,  firstfruits  were  abolished  in  L^land, 
and  an  annual  tax  was  substituted  in  lieu  thereof,  and  certain  bishoprics 
were  suppressed,  the  revenue  of  which  was  thenceforward  to  be  devoted  to 
the  building,  rebuilding,  and  repairing  of  churches,  and  the  augmentation 
of  small  livings.  Ten  bishoprics  were  suppressed  by  the  Act.  The 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  moved  by  Lord  Orey  on  the  17th  of  July. 
(Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xix,  p.  725.)  The  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time  by  157  to  98.     The  following  protests  were  entered. 

ist,  Because  without  any  other  ground  but  that  of  vague  expe- 
diency, without  any  previous  communication^  without  the  advice 
and  consent  of  our  bishops  and  clergy  in  convocation  assembled,  we 
have  been  called  upon  to  give  oar  assent  to  this  Bill,  which  directly 
deatroys  ten  bishoprics  connected  with  our  Established  Church  in 
Lreland,  virtually  extinguishes  those  Protestant  livings  where  divine 
service  has  not  been  performed  during  the  last  three  years,  without 
the  remotest  reference  to  those  causes  which  have  led  in  many,  very 
many,  instances  to  the  suspension  of  the  religious  duties  attached 
to  them,  namely,  the  bitter  and  cruel  persecutions  which,  during 
that  period^  have  been  carried  on,  through  the  instrumentality  of 
Popish  priests  and  demagc^es,  against  the  Established  Church 
in  that  part  of  our  empire;  which  persecutions  have  been  accom- 
panied^ not  only  with  the  destruction  of  the  property,  but  also  of 
the  Uvea  of  many  of  our  Protestant  clergy. 

andly,  That  as  the  tendency  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  weaken  the 
spiritual  interests  of  the  Protestant  religion  in  Lreland,  and  there- 
fore in  direct  opposition  to  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  coronation 
oath,  it  is  an  insult  on  the  part  of  this  House  to  allow  it  to  be 
submitted  to  our  Sovereign  for  his  consideration. 

3rdly,  That  as  Christian  legislators  we  are  bound  to  refuse  our 

VOL.  in.  I 
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consent  to  this  Bill,  tlie  object  of  which  is  to  reduce  onr  Protestant 
Charch  Establishment  in  Ireland,  which  it  is  our  duty  to  endeavour 
to  extend  in  that  ignorant  and  benighted  part  of  our  empire ;  look- 
ing to  that  Church  as  the  surest  and  best  means  of  spreading  the 
light  of  the  Gh>spel  amongst  its  unhappy  peasantry,  and  of  bursting 
those  chains  of  error  and  superstition  by  which  they  are  at  present 
bound  by  the  intolerant  and  bigoted  priesthood  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  and  of  establishing  that  tranquillity  and  social  order  in  that 
hitherto  distracted  country,  which,  through  the  unerring  Word  of 
God,  is  promised  to  accompany  the  dissemination  of  sound  scrip- 
tural truth. 

Oeorge   William    Finch    Hatton,    Earl    of   Winohilsea    and 

Nottingham. 
Qeorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 
Ernest,  Duke  of  CumberlancL 
Horatio  Walpole,  Earl  of  OrforcL 
Qeorge  Murray,  Bishop  of  Boohester. 

1st,  Because  the  repeal  of  the  Church  Cess,  without  any  other 
provision  for  its  necessary  purposes  than  a  partial  charge  on 
ecclesiastical  property  only,  is  calculated,  not  only  to  establish  in 
Ireland  the  principle  that  the  service  of  the  Established  Church  is 
not  entitled  to  receive  any  support  from  the  State^  but  to  introduce 
the  same  Mae  and  pernicious  opinion  into  the  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

andly.  Because  the  tax  intended  to  be  imposed  on  ecdesiastical 
benefices  as  a  substitute  for  the  payment  of  firstfruits  is  excessive^ 
in  proportion  to  the  charge  from  which  the  clergy  will  be  relieved, 
burdensome  and  oppressive  in  its  amount,  especially  in  the  case  of 
the  more  valuable  benefices,  and  by  the  adoption  of  a  progressive 
scale  of  taxation  encourages  the  project  of  a  general  equalinUion  of 
property. 

3rdly,  Because  the  proposal  to  invest  certain  commissioners,  of 
whom  a  large  proportion  may  be  laymen,  and  a  great  majority 
is  to  be  appointed  by  and  removable  at  the  pleasure  of  the^C^wn, 
with  extensive  powers  over  the  whole  property  of  the  Church  in 
Ireland^  is^  in  principle,  violent  and  arbitrary ;  the  authority  to  be 
given  to  the  commissioners  oppressive  and  inquisitorial,  and  the 
influence  they  will  possess^  both  over  the  clergy  and  the  tenants  of 
Church  lands,  highly  dangerous  and  unconstitutional. 
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4thly,  Because  the  eaid  Commissioners  will  supeisede  the  ftmc- 
tions  of  the  Board  of  Firstfroits,  by  which  more  than  one-third  of 
the  benefices  of  Ireland  has,  since  the  Union,  been  provided  with 
chnrohes  and  will,  under  the  117th  clause,  have  the  power  of 
tfkoppmg  the  presentation  to  a  considerable  number  of  livings^  and, 
therefore,  may  not  only  prevent  the  increase  of  Protestant  places  of 
worship,  but  permanently  deprive  many  parishes  of  the  benefit  of 
a  minister. 

5tiily,  Because  the  proposed  reduction  of  the  number  of  bishops 
in  Ireland  is  not  only  highly  injurious  to  the  influence  and  autho- 
rity of  the  Established  Church,  which^  from  the  peculiar  cireum- 
stances  of  Ireland,  more  especially  requires  support^  but  is  in  direct 
violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Union^  and  endangers  the  stability  of  the 
Union  by  the  precedent  of  a  breach  of  its  provisions. 

6thly,  Because  these  dangerous  and  alarming  infringements  of 
long-established  rights  and  property  will  be  so  far  from  satisfying 
ihoee  who  aim  at  still  greater  changes,  that  they  will  only  stimulate 
the  desdre  for  and  facilitate  the  introduction  of  yet  more  fatal 
innovations. 

Nicholas  Yansittart,  Lord  Bezley. 

Qeorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Willuim  Draper  Beet,  Lord  Wynford. 

Charles  Abbot,  Lord  Colchester. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

HcHratio  Walpole,  Earl  of  Orford. 

Percy   Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford),  for  the  fifth  and  sixth  reasons. 
Qeorge  Murray,  Bishop  of  Boohester. 

DCLXXXVII,  DCLXXXVIII. 

July  22,  1833. 

Peter  IheUusson,  by  will  dated  the  2nd  of  April,  1796,  devised  the 
greater  part  of  his  estates,  real  and  personal,  by  vesting  them  in  the  hands 
of  certain  trustees,  who  should  accumulate  and  invest  the  rents  and  pro- 
fits of  such  estates  during  the  lives  of  his  three  sons  and  grandson,  and 
their  issue,  for  the  benefit  of  the  three  representatives  of  his  three  sons 
after  the  decease  of  all  his  descendants  living  at  the  time  of  his  death, 
wiih  cross  remainders  to  such  representatives.  Thellusson  died  on  the 
27th  of  July,  1797.  His  eldest  son  was  created  Lord  Elendlesham.  It 
was  reckoned  that  the  accumulations  of  this  extraordinary  will  would 
amount  to  about  £32,000,000  before  the  process  of  accumulation  ceased. 
By  decree  of  Chaibcery  of  the  19th  of  February,  1801,  the  will  was 

I  a 
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established,  and  the  trustees  proceeded  to  undertake  their  trust,  similar 
wills  being  prohibited  by  39  and  40  George  III,  cap.  98.  Meanwhile 
the  grandsons  of  the  testator  were  very  inadequately  provided  for,  and 
^  1833,  a  private  Act  was  obtained  demising  these  estates  for  fifty  years 
to  Lord  Rendlesham  at  a  rent  of  £  1 1,500  a  year,  to  be  paid  into  Chan- 
cery. The  Act  received  the  royal  assent  on  the  14th  of  August,  1833, 
and  virtually  defeated  the  purpose  of  Thellusson's  will.  The  Act  was 
read  a  third  time  on  the  22nd  of  July,  and  provoked  the  following 
protests. 

ist,  Because  this  Bill  has  been  introduced  into  the  House  witii- 
out  a  due  observance  of  the  standing  orders  of  the  House. 

andly,  Because  this  Bill  operates  as  a  revocation  in  many  re- 
spects of  a  testator's  will,  made  in  the  exercise  of  powers  unques- 
tionably vested  in  him  by  the  laws  in  force  at  the  time  he  executed 
it,  and  which  this  House,  in  the  exercise  of  its  judicial  functions^ 
bad  solemnly  adjudged  to  have  been  a  legal  and  valid  testament, 
and  which  will,  as  such,  had  also  been  established,  and  the  trusts 
created  by  it  directed  to  be  carried  into  execution,  by  the  solemn 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Chancery. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Act  of  the  39th  and  40th  years  of  his  Majesty 
King  George  the  Third,  restraining  future  trusts  for  accumulation 
similar  to  the  trusts  contained  in  the  will  of  Peter  Thellusson^  and 
by  which  Act  such  accumulations  are  restrained  to  a  period  of 
twenty-one  years,  so  far  from  authorizing  the  passing  of  this  Bill^ 
is  a  direct  authority  to  shew  that  Parliament  would  not,  and  ought 
not  to  pass  any  Bill  of  the  same  nature,  affecting  the  duration  of 
trusts  created  before  the  passing  of  that  Act. 

4thly,  Because  I  apprehend  that  there  are  now  in  the  coarse  of 
execution  many  trusts  created  by  wills  made  antecedently  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  the  39th  and  40th  of  George  the  Third,  the 
further  execution  of  which  the  precedent  established  by  this  Bill 
may  tend  to  destroy,  though  the  legality  of  creating  the  trusts 
created  by  such  wills,  or  of  the  execution  of  such  trusts,  has  never 
been  questioned,  bnt^  on  the  contrary^  has  been  universally  acknow- 
ledged by  the  Legislature,  and  such  trusts  have  been  in  a  course  of 
execution  under  the  authority  of  all  courts  of  justice  having  cogni- 
zance of  such  testamentary  dispositions  of  property. 

5thly,  Because  the  allegation,  that  '  whereas  the  appointment 
being  committed  by  the  testator  to  the  heirs,  executors,  or  admini- 
strators of  a  surviving  trustee,  it  thereby  appears  that  the  testator 
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did  not  repose  any  personal  confidence  in  the  ftitare  trustees 
appointed  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  this  testator,'  is  an  alle- 
gation which  wonld  affect,  and,  if  acted  npon,  would  destroy 
numerous  trusts  admitted  to  be  valid,  and  constantly  acted  upon 
as  valid  by  all  courts  of  justice ;  and  because  it  cannot  be  alledged 
that  this  testator  placed  any  confidence  in  the  wisdom  of  Parlia- 
ment, if  it  should  assume  the  power  of  altering  the  legal  provisions 
of  his  willj  or  placed  any  personal  confidence  as  to  the  management 
of  his  property  in  those,  to  whom  this  Bill  intrusts  that  manage- 
ment ;  and  because  the  testator  did,  in  fact,  repose  so  much  con- 
fidence in  the  trustees  named  by  him  as  to  give  to  them^  or  to  their 
heirs,  executors,  and  administrators,  the  power  to  nominate  and 
appoint  new  trustees,  and  those  trustees  from  whom  the  manage- 
ment is  to  be  taken  by  this  Bill  have  been  nominated  and  appointed 
in  conformity  with  such  will  of  the  testator  ;  and  it  is  a  direct  con- 
travention of  that  will  to  substitute  a  management  by  one  of  the 
fiunily  for  the  management  by  those  trustees. 

6thly,  Because  it  does  not  appear  to  me,  that  even  if  the  pro- 
visions enacted  by  this  Bill  were  improvements  upon  those  created 
by  the  will  of  the  testator^  that  we  should  be  justified  in  makings 
in  effect,  a  will  for  a  testator,  which  he  would  not  himself  make, 
»  to  the  disposal  and  management  of  his  property  after  his  death, 
and  which  the  law  of   the  land   authorised   him  to  refuse  to 


Tihly,  Because  I  see  much  danger  in  giving  weight  to  the 
aignment  used  in  debate,  by  which  it  is  contended,  that  although 
this  Act  may  be  established  as  a  precedent  for  altering  some  of  the 
provisions  of  a  will  of  a  testator  duly  made  by  him,  and  which 
he  was  by  law  duly  authorised  to  make,  yet  this  House  may  exer- 
cise its  discretion  in  all  future  cases  to  decide  whether  alterations 
proposed  in  the  valid  wills  of  testators  should  or  should  not  be 
affected  by  Acts  of  Parliament  containing  provisions,  not  only  not 
authorized  by  the  testators  themselves,  but,  in  &ct,  destroying  such 
as  those  testators  had  legally  made ;  inasmuch  as  it  appears  to  me^ 
that  the  tendency  and  effect  of  such  reasoning  is  to  render  this 
HoQse,  not  only  judges,  as  we  now  are,  whether  a  testator's  will  is 
valid  according  to  existing  law,  but  also  to  declare  that,  admitting 
such  will  to  be  valid^  we  may,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  change  the 
lawful  dispositions  of  testators  into  others  which  this  House  may 
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think  wiser  or  more  discreet ;  thus  assuming  a  power  with  which 
the  testator  hatf  not  entrusted  us. 

John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 

Cropley  Ashley  Cooper,  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

William  Mum^,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

James  Archibald  Stuart  Wortley  Mackenzie,  Lord  Whamoliffe. 

Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Nicholas  Yansittart,  Lord  Bezley. 

ist^  Because  we  think  that  the  Legislature  in  every  instance 
of  interference  with  the  controul  or  management  of  private  property 
ought  to  proceed  upon  some  general  principles,  and  according  to 
known  and  established  forms^  and  that  a  departure  from  those  prin- 
ciples and  those  forms,  in  order  to  vary  the  rights  of  parties  under  a 
will,  or  to  confer  a  benefit  upon  particular  persons^  must  necessarily 
tend  to  shake  the  confidence  that  has  hitherto  been  reposed  in  the 
justice  and  impartiality  of  Parliament. 

andly.  Because  the  object  of  the  present  Bill  is  to  give  an 
interest  in  the  testator's  property  to  a  person  to  whom  he  never 
intended  to  give  it ;  and  the  efiect  of  the  Bill  is  to  give  that 
interest  at  the  expense  of  those  parties  who  are  the  objects  of  the 
testator's  bounty^  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  limits  the  extent  of  future 
accumulation  to  the  sum  fixed  as  a  rent  to  be  paid  by  Lord  B«n- 
dlesham,  and  thereby  in  effect  perpetuates  the  full  amount  of  those 
charges  and  expences  of  which  the  petitioners  for  the  Bill  profess 
to  complain,  whilst,  also,  the  course  of  management  now  proposed, 
and  to  be  carried  into  effect  under  the  controul  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery^  will  be  in  some  respects  more  costly  than  that  which  is 
superseded  by  the  Bill. 

3rdly,  Because  we  think  that  if  the  conduct  of  the  trustees  has 
been  improper,  (of  which,  however,  no  evidence  has  been  adduced,) 
or  has  led  to  expences  improperly  large,  the  Court  of  Chancery  has 
powers  amply  sufiicient  to  correct  that  conduct,  and  to  controul 
those  expences^  and  the  petitioners  for  this  Bill  were  the  proper 
parties  to  make  the  complaint  in  that  court ;  and  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  any  charges  that  can  be  justly  complained  of  have  resulted 
from  the  ordinary  practice  and  course  of  proceeding  of  the  Court, 
it  became  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  reform  such  practice 
generally,  rather  than  to  enact  a  partial  law  giving  relief  in  one 
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paiticalar  case  only,  in  which  case,  from  the  magnitade  of  the 
property,  the  burthen  must  be  comparatively  light,  whilst  the  evil 
(if  any)  is  allowed  to  operate  with  full  force  in  the  numerous 
other  cases  in  which  property  falls  to  be  administered  under  the 
Court  of  Chancery. 

4thly,  Because  we  feel  convinced  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill 
will  establish  a  very  dangerous  precedent^  and  we  think  it  a  great 
mistake  to  suppose  that  any  peculiarity  of  the  circumstances  of  this 
case  will  prevent  this  danger ;  for  although  the  precise  extent  of  accu- 
mulation provided  for  by  Mr.  Thellusson's  will  may  not  occur  again, 
yet  we  cannot  conceive  that  mere  length  of  accumulation  can  afford 
any  solid  or  safe  ground  of  distinction  :  and  as  it  must  frequently 
happen  that  large  properties  are  necessarily  kept  under  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Court  of  Chancery  during  a  long  course  of  years^  and 
that  capricious  and  unjust  wills  are  frequently  made,  by  which  the 
£unily  of  a  testator  are  left  in  circumstances  of  great  and  undeserved 
hardship^  we  apprehend  that  in  every  such  case  the  Thellusson  Bill 
will  afford  a  precedent  for  superseding  the  trustees  appointed  under 
flie  directions  of  the  will,  and  for  relaxing  and  altering  the  rules 
hcfOi  of  this  House  and  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  in  order  to 
secure  some  benefit  to  the  disappointed  heirs. 

Cropley  Ashley  Cooper,  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

John  Scott,  Earl  of  Eldon. 

WDliam  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfleld. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

James  Archibald  Stuart  Wortley  Mackenzie,  Lord  WhamclifEb. 

Montague  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Nicholas  Yansittart,  Lord  Bezley. 


DCLXXXIX— DCXCIL 

July  80,  1888. 

The  third  reading  of  the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Bill  carried  by 
135  to  81,  elicited  ihe  following  protests. 

iBtf  Because  I  consider  the  tax  proposed  to  be  levied  upon  the 
tttheB  and  Church  lands  of  the  clergy  alone,  for  the  purposes  stated 
in  the  preamble  of  this  Bill,  to  be  partial  and  unjust  in  principle, 
and  inadequate  to  the  objects  proposed. 

2iidly,  Because  a  more  efficient  tax  for  those  purposes  might 
with  equal  ease  and  more  justice  be  levied  on  the  entire  tithes  of 
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the  whole  Kingdom  of  Ireland,  instead  of  being  exclusively  charged 
upon  a  body  of  men  who,  from  their  character,  oflSce,  and  circum- 
stances, have  peculiar  claims  to  indulgence,  and  who,  although 
proposed  to  be  taxed  in  their  ecclesiastical  capacity,  are  in  that 
capacity  unrepresented  in  the  Commons'  House  of  Parliament. 

3rdly,  Because  I  consider  assent  given  to  a  tax  thus  imposed,  not 
equally  and  generally  upon  a  particular  description  of  property,  but 
in  the  invidious  scale  of  the  Schedule,  exclusively  upon  the  clergy, 
to  be  calculated  rather  to  excite  feelings  of  evil  triumph  in  the 
common  enemies  of  Church  and  Peerage,  than  to  pacify  ihem  by 
concession  to  their  demands. 

Henry  Hall  Qage,  Lord  Gage  (Viscount  Qage). 

1st,  Because  the  Bill  imposes  upon  the  clergy  of  Ireland,  already 
defrauded  of  their  rightful  property,  the  new  charge  of  the  Church 
Cess,  heretofore  borne  by  the  land — ^which  is  at  once  a  mockery  and 
a  wrong. 

andly,  Because  this  charge  will  absorb  so  much  of  the  fund  to  be 
provided  by  taxing  the  clergy,  that  for  many  years  no  part  of  that 
fund,  and  at  no  time  any  considerable  part  of  it,  will  be  applicable 
to  the  proposed  improvement  of  small  livings — so  that  to  injustice 
is  added  delusion. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Bill  suppresses  ten  bishoprics,  not  for  purposes 
of  reform,  but  for  purposes  of  finance — in  order  to  supply  the 
deficiency  created  by  an  act  of  injustice. 

4thly,  Because  the  BiU,  afibrding  an  unworthy  triumph  to  the 
Boman  Catholics  over  the  law  they  have  violated,  and  the  clergy 
they  have  persecuted,  encourages  future  aggressions,  while  failing 
in  its  professed  objects,  by  the  inadequacy  and  fallacy  of  its  financial 
provisions,  it  humiliates  ilie  Protestants,  without  contributing  to 
the  future  efficiency  of  the  Established  Church. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  Ellenboroiigh. 

G^rge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Edward  Hemy  Fery,  Earl  of  Lunerick. 

John  Crichton  Stuart,  Marquis  of  Bute. 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winohilsea  and  Not- 

WilUam  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansflelci. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Oiunberland. 
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Henry  Hall  Gage,  Lord  Gage  (Yiscoont  Gtige),  for  third  and 
fourth  reasons. 

Henry  Pelham  Fiennes  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Heneage  Finch,  Earl  of  Aylesford. 

Horatio  Walpole,  Earl  of  Oxford. 

Charles  William  Vane  Stewart,  Earl  Vane  (Marquis  of  London- 
derry). 

Nicholas  Yansittart,  Lord  Bezley. 

Qeorge  Murray,  Bishop  of  Boohester. 

Geotge  Thomas  John  Nugent,  Marquis  of  Weatmeath,  for  the 
third  and  fourth  reasons. 

Thomas  Bobert  Hay  Drummond,  Lord  Hay  (Earl  of  EinnouH). 

William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 

Laurence  Parsons,  Earl  of  BoBse,  for  the  first,  second,  and  third 
reasons,  and  al90  because  I  consider  it  a  violation  of  the  Act 
of  Union. 


1st,  Because  his  Majesty  being  bound  in  his  executive  and 
le^LsIative  capacity  by  the  Coronation  oath,  to  maintain  and 
preserve  inviolably  the  settlement  of  the  United  Church  of 
England  and  Lreland,  and  the  doctrine^  worship,  discipline,  and 
government  thereof,  as  by  law  established  within  England  and 
Ireland^  and  the  territories  thereunto  belonging,  and  to  preserve 
unto  the  bishops  and  clergy  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  to  the 
choichee  there  committed  to  their  charge,  all  such  rights  and 
privil^^  as  by  law  do  or  shall  appertain  to  them  or  any  oi  them, 
and  this  Bill  being  a  fundamental  alteration  of  the  discipline  and 
government  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  directly  invading  the  rights 
and  privil^^es  of  its  clergy,  it  appears  to  as  that  such  Bill  cannot 
be  jMuned  into  a  law  with  a  proper  observance  of  the  Coronation 
oath. 

andly.  Because  such  Bill  is  opposed  to  the  wishes  and  interests 
of  the  great  body  of  the  clergy  in  England  and  Ireland,  whilst  the 
people  at  large  have  not  petitioned  or  expressed  any  desire  for  its 
adoptioQ. 

3rdly^  Because  it  is  contrary  to  all  justice  and  equity  to  exempt 
those  hitherto  properly  liable  to  the  payment  of  the  Church  assess- 
ments in  Ireland,  and  to  impose  such  burdens  arbitrarily  on  the 
impoverished  Protestant  clergy  of  that  country. 

4thly,  Because  the  imposition  of  a  tax  on  all  parochial  livings  of 
a  certain  value  in  Ireland,  interferes  with  the  vested  rights  of  the 
owners  of  advowsons,  by  lessening  the  value  of  that  species  of 
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property  which  they  had  acqaired  without  such  diminution  of 
value. 

5thljr^  Because  the  abolition  of  ten  bishoprics  in  Ireland  appears 
to  us  an  act  of  spoliation,  and  to  afford  a  fatal  precedent  for  the 
future  destruction  of  the  whole  Protestant  hierarchy  in  that 
country. 

6thly,  Because  the  Bill  in  its  principles  and  enactments  appears 
to  us  as  tending  to  the  advance  of  Boman  Catholic,  and  to  weaken 
the  Protestant  religion  in  Ireknd,  both  in  a  temporal  and  spiritual 
point  of  view ;  and  while  it  prepares  the  way  for  future  acts  of 
injustice^  hardship^  and  oppression  toward  the  Protestant  clergy 
there,  it  gives  to  the  enemies  of  the  Beformed  Church  encreased 
strength  to  degrade  and  impoverish  its  ministers,  to  impair  its 
efficiency,  and  finally  to  establish  the  Boman  Catholic  religion  in 
Ireland^  predominant  in  wealth  and  influence.^ 

Emest»  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

Henry  Felham  Fiennes  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Qeoi^  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Nicholas  Yansittart,  Lord  Bezley. 

QeoTge  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winohilsea  and  Not- 

Charles  William  Vane  Stewart,  Earl  Vane  (Marquis  of  London^ 

deny). 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
John  Beginald  Beauchamp  Pyndar,  Earl  Beauohamp. 
William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford,  for  the  firsts  second,  thirdt 

fourth,  and  fifth  reasons. 
Laurence  Parsons,  Earl  of  Bosse. 

istj  Because  it  appears  to  us  that  everything  that  can  be 
objectionable  and  impolitic  in  a  public  measure  is  to  be  found  in 
thisBiU. 

andly.  Because  it  appears  to  be  a  most  wanton  aggression  upon 
the  Established  Churchy  since  at  no  period  of  our  history  has  the 
clergy  of  Ireland  been  more  distinguished  for  its  exemplary  zeal, 
learning,  and  piety,  than  at  the  present  time ;  whilst  the  laborious 
duties  of  the  holy  office  are  infinitely  encreased,  the  means  are 
correspondingly  diminished  of  making  head  against  the  power  and 
artifice  of  popery,  and  the  unwearied  exertions  of  all  species  of 
dissent. 

3rdly,  Because  by  assuming  to  itself  the  right  of  meddling  with 
the  affiurs,  but  most  especially  with   the  temporalities  of  the 
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Churchy  Parliament  is  investing  itself  with  a  dangeroos.  unjust, 
and  most  tyrannical  power,  subversive  of  all  order^  regardless  of 
the  rights  of  property,  and  trampling  upon  the  sacred  privileges 
of  a  venerated  body,  merely  because  it  is  weak,  persecuted,  and 
defenceless. 

4tiily,  Because  the  fatal  effects  of  such  a  guilty  measure  must  be 
too  palpable  not  to  be  perceived,  bringing  with  it  the  overthrow 
of  the  Church,  contempt  of  religion^  the  triumph  of  popery  and 
dissent,  and  the  firightful  reign  of  anarchy  and  confusion. 

5thly^  Because  the  framers  and  supporters  of  this  Bill  are 
considered  to  be  amongst  those  who  are  inimical  to  that  Church, 
which  they  speciously  profess  to  desire  to  benefit,  but  which  in 
&ct  they  seek  to  sacrifice  or  destroy;  by  which  this  Protestant 
nation,  and  once  Protestant  State,  risks  the  security  of  the  purest 
Christian  faith  that  ever  blessed  and  enlightened  a  Christian 
people. 

6th)y,  Because  since  the  abrogation  of  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts,  the  Roman  Catholic  Immunity  Bill,  and  other  enactments 
hostile  to  the  Established  Church,  that  Church  is  no  longer  what 
it  wasj  r^arding  its  alliance  with  and  its  support  frcmi  the 
State,  its  defences  having  been  weakened,  and  a  violent  inroad 
Boade  upon  its  barriers:  for  this  reason  it  was  most  desirable 
that  Papists  and  Dissenters  should  not  be  called  upon  to  legis- 
late in  Parliament  for  the  affairs  of  the  Established  Church  of 
Kigkad. 

Tthly,  Because  it  would  have  been  most  wise  and  discreet  to 
have  avoided  the  possibility  of  witnessing  an  exhibition  so  dis- 
tressing and  so  perilous  as  that  of  some  prelates  professing  the 
Ph^testant  fiuth,  co-operating  with  Roman  Catholic  Peers  on  a  Bill 
which  involves  the  &te  of  that  Church,  and  that  fiuth  to  which 
tiiey  profess  to  belong. 

Becaose,  lastly,  but  not  least,  it  must  be  a  heinous  crime  and 
misdemeanor  to  place  his  Majesty  the  King  in  a  situation  (which 
this  Bill  does)  to  disregard  and  violate  a  sacred  oath  which  he 
solemnly  took  at  the  high  altar  before  Ghxl,  and  in  the  face  of 
that  ooontry  whose  destinies,  under  God,  he  sways,  and  from  the 
snbjects  of  which  his  Majesty  will  assuredly  require  the  observance 
and  fulfilment  of  those  oaths  which,  on  their  part,  they  freely  and 
lojrally,  and  without  any  mental  reservation  whatsoever,  engaged 
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and  contracted  to  perform.     For  these  reasons  I  dissent  from  the 
third  reading  of  this  Bill. 

Henry  Pelham  Fiennes  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland,  for  the  second,  sixth,  seventh, 
and  last  reasons. 

Qeorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon,  for  the  second  reason. 

George  Thomas  John  Nugent,  Marquis  of  Westmeath. 

Geoi^e  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winchilsea  and  Not- 
tingham. 

DCXCIII,    DCXCIV. 

August  1,  1883. 

A  Bill  removing  the  disahilities  of  Jews  passed  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  22nd  of  July,  hy  189  to  52.  The  second  reading  in  the  Lords 
was  moved  hy  Lord  Bexley,  and  opposed  hy  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury (Howley) ;  the  Bill  was  supported  by  Archbishop  Whately,  was 
designated  by  Lord  Winchilsea  as  a  tissue  of  blasphemy  and  impiety, 
and  was  rejected  by  104  to  54. 

The  following  protests  were  entered. 

1st,  Because  it  appears  to  me  irreconcileable  with  the  rales  of 
natural  justice,  and  with  the  maxims  of  political  wisdom,  as  well  as 
repugnant  to  the  spirit,  both  of  the  institutions  under  which  we 
live  and  the  religion  which  we  profess,  to  exact,  unless  under  the 
pressure  of  necessity  and  for  self-preservation,  any  negative  or 
positive  test  of  a  man's  religious  faith,  either  as  a  qualification  for 
his  serving  his  prince  or  country  in  a  capacity  purely  temporal  or 
political,  or  as  a  condition  to  his  enjoyment  of  those  privil^^  to 
which  his  birth  and  allegiance  would  otherwise  entitle  him.  The 
general  injustice  and  impolicy  of  all  such  exclusions  are  obvioos, 
whatever  principles  of  civil  policy  we  adopt.  K  civil  government 
be  originally  founded^  as  writers  of  great  authority  have  contended^ 
and  as  the  laws  past  at  the  B<e volution  of  1688  seem  to  acknow- 
ledge, on  a  contract  between  the  people  and  their  government,  it 
follows  that  all  from  whom  allegiance  and  obedience  are  exacted 
Bxe,  primd  /aciey  entitled  to  the  privileges  secured  by  the  contract 
as  birthrights  to  the  members  of  the  community  to  which  they 
belong.  It  is  true  that  the  perpetration  of  crimes,  and  even  some 
special  or  peculiar  circumstances,  may,  in  particular  instances,  or 
fra  BeasoV  justify  the  euspenion  of  Buchprivileges;  but  the 
burthen  of  proof  is  in  all  such  cases  thrown  upon  those  who  enforce 
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or  maintain  the  exception^  and  not  on  the  party  who  claims  the 
benefit  of  the  general  role.  In  like  manner,  if,  according  to  other 
prevalent  and  more  recent  notions,  utility  alone  be  the  principle 
from  which  the  reciprocal  duties  of  princes  and  people  or  goyem- 
ment  and  governed  are  to  be  deduced,  it  is  equally  clear  that  the 
i^lication  of  that  principle  will  confer  on  all  from  whom  alliance 
or  obedience  is  expected,  such  privileges  and  rights  as  are  found 
generallj  useful  in  ensuring  the  affection  of  the  subjects  to  the 
State^  unless  some  special  or  temporary  circumstances  should  inter- 
vene to  render  the  suspension  of  the  said  rights  and  privileges  in 
the  particular  instance  expedient  and  necessary :  but  the  burthen  of 
proof  in  this,  as  in  the  other  hypothesis^  is  thrown  upon  those  who 
enforce  an  exception,  not  on  those  who  solicit  the  benefit  of  a 
general  rule.  That  the  genius  of  our  constitution  is  to  admit  all 
&t>m  whom  it  exacts  the  duties  of  allegiance  to  the  full  enjoyment 
of  political  rights,  and  especially  that  of  an  eligibility  to  offices  and 
tTUstB  of  political  power,  is  an  axiom  abundantly  sanctioned  by 
history  and  authority^  and  practically  manifested  by  this  striking 
bustj  tiiat  no  subject  of  the  British  Crown  is  or  has  been  incapaci- 
tated from  holding  such  offices  or  trusts  except  by  the  operation  of 
positive  statutes,  and  that  the  common  law  of  the  land,  which,  in 
the  language  <^  the  great  Lord  Mansfield^  never  £eu1s  *  to  work 
itself  pure  by  rules  drawn  from  the  fountain  of  justice,,'  would,  if 
unrestrained  by  statute^  secure  to  every  free-bom  subject  within 
the  realm  the  entire  right  of  serving  his  prince  and  country  in  any 
office  or  trust,  purely  political  and  temporal,  to  which  the  fitvour  of 
his  sovereign  might  legally  appoint^  or  the  confidence  of  his  fellow 
subjects  duly  elect  him.  This  view  of  the  constitutional  right  of 
the  natural-bom  subjects  of  England  to  eligibility  is  repeatedly 
confirmed  by  Acts  and  declarations  in  Parliament^  and  especially  in 
the  conferences  which  took  place  between  the  two  Houses  in  170a, 
upon  a  difference  relating  to  the  Bill  of  occasional  conformity  then 
pending  in  Parliament:  upon  that  occasion  the  Lords  solemnly 
recorded  their  opinion,  *  that  an  Englishman  cannot  be  reduced  to 
a  more  unhappy  condition  than  to  be  put  by  law  under  an  in- 
capacity to  serve  his  prince  and  country,  and  therefore  nothing  but 
a  crime  of  the  most  detestable  nature  ought  to  put  him  under  such 
a  disability :'  and  the  Commons,  though  they  deny  the  conclusion 
drawn  by  their  Lordships  from  these  premises,  yet  distinctly  admit 
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that  an  EngliBhman  *  is  indeed  redaoed  to  a  yery  unhappy  oondition 
who  is  made  incapable  of  serving  his  prinoe  and  country.'  That 
the  spirit  of  a  religion  which  inculcates  universal  charity^  and 
teaches  us  to  love  our  neighbours,  and  do  unto  others  as  we  would 
that  others  should  do  unto  us,  must  be  averse  to  all  exclusion  of 
our  fellow  subjects  from  the  benefits  generally  extended  to  their 
countrymen,  except  on  the  proof  of  necessity,  will  not  I  presume  be 
disputed,  and  might  be  enforced  by  sundry  texts  and  parables 
drawn  from  the  Holy  Scriptures  themselves,  as  well  as  by  quota- 
tions from  the  earliest  and  most  approved  fathers  of  the  Church. 

andly^  Because  a  Jew  bom  within  the  King's  allegianoe  is  to  all 
intents  and  purposes  an  Englishman^  and  therefore  entitled  to  all 
the  rights  of  a  natural-bom  subject,  save  and  except  such  as  may 
by  the  operation  of  statutes  actually  in  force  be  withheld  or  denied 
him.  The  l^al  designation  of  a  natural-bom  subject  sufficiently 
indicates  that  birth,  not  parentage  or  reb'gious  faith,  entitles  him 
to  the  privileges  appertaining  thereunto.  The  notion  founded  on 
a  passage  of  Lord  Coke,  that  Jews,  though  bom  in  England,  are  cm 
the  footing  of  alien  enemies  or  stigmatized  and  infunous  persons, 
has  been  ousted  by  common  sense,  reason  and  practice,  by  dicta 
solemnly  pronounced  from  the  Bench,  by  words  in  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ments, and  by  decisions  in  Courts  of  Justice.  English  Jews  born 
in  the  allegiance  of  his  Majesty  cannot  be  subject  to  the  privations 
and  disabilities  any  more  than  they  can  be  entitled  to  exclusive 
jurisdictions,  exemptions  and  privileges  which  they  are  said  to  have 
enjoyed  before  the  expulsion  of  persons  professing  their  &ith  in  the 
time  of  Edward  I.  The  passage  of  Lord  Coke,  which  was  written 
while  the  law  of  banishment,  and  no  other,  relating  to  the  Jews, 
was  in  force^  could  not  be  meant  to  apply  to  Jews  bom  in  England^ 
for  in  the  persuasion  of  the  writer  there  were  then  none  such.  It 
has  moreover  been  declared^  in  the  course  of  a  solenm  judgment  in 
the  Exchequer  Chamber^  (Omychund  v.  Barker,)  by  Chief  Justice 
Willes,  to  be  contrary  to  religion,  sense  and  humanity ;  and  in 
that  opinion,  not  only  the  Solicitor  General  Murray,  but  the 
Judges  there  present,  including  Chief  Baron  Parker  and  Lord 
Chancellor  Hardwicke,  seem  to  have  concurred.  English  Jews 
have  been  recognized  and  described  as  his  Majesty's  subjects  ui 
more  than  one  Statute,  and  by  an  Act  of  10  Oeo.  I,  cap.  4,  they 
are  authorized  to  exempt  themselves  from  registering  their  real  and 
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personal  property,  by  taking  the  oath  of  abjaration  withoat  the 
words  *npon  the  true  fidth  of  a  Christian';  a  provision  of  in* 
dnlgenee  and  relief  which  not  only  recognizes  them  as  natural-bom 
snbjeots,  bat  manifestly  implies  their  right  of  holding  real  property. 
That  right,  if  never  solemnly  adjudged,  because  never  regularly 
diq>ated,  has  been  virtually  admitted  by  various  judicial  pro- 
eeedings,  where  the  sale  and  purchase  of  lands  by  Jews  have  been 
brought  collaterally  before  the  observation  of  the  courts. 

3rdly^  Because  the  words  in  the  oath  of  abjuration  which  render 
Jews  scrupulous  of  taking  it  are  not  in  the  substantive  part  of  the 
oath^  and  were /not  introduced  with  a  view  of  confining  the  benefits 
arising  firom  taking  it  to  Christians,  or  of  excluding  Jews  from 
office  or  from  Parliament :  and  the  same  words,  in  a  declaration 
required  by  a  more  recent  Statute  to  be  made  on  the  acceptance  of 
office,  were  introduced  into  an  Act  which  had  for  its  object  the 
relief  of  Protestant  Dissenters,  and  not  the  extension  of  any 
disabilities  and  penalties  to  other  classes  of  his  Majesty's  subjects. 
It  seems,  therefore,  unreasonable  as  well  as  unjust,  that  men  should 
be  exposed  by  a  Bide  wind  to  diBabUities  reserved,  in  the  language 
of  our  ancestors,  for  crimes  of  a  most  detestable  nature^  by  the 
accidental  operation  of  provisions  directed  to  other  purposes,  and 
adopted  without  any  view  to  that  eflect  by  the  Legislature. 

4thly  and  lastly^  Because,  even  if  reason  and  law  did  not  lead  me 
to  consider  all  unnecessary  exclusions  on  account  of  religion  as  acts 
of  persecution  and  injustice^  I  should  still  question  the  generosity 
and  wisdom  of  revising  to  the  supplications  of  the  weak  that  relief 
firom  disabilities  which  has  been  recently^  and  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  accorded  to  the  no  less  just  but  fi^r  more  peremptory 
demands  of  the  strong,  the  powerfol  and  the  numerous. 

Henry  Bichard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 


ist,  Because  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  that  this  Bill  be 
lead  this  day  six  months,  after  the  explanations  that  took  place  on 
the  discossion  of  the  motion  that  it  be  now  read  a  second  time,  and 
upon  the  amendment  to  that  motion,  involves,  in  my  opinion,  the 
adoption  of  a  principle  by  the  House  of  Lords  which  I  hold  to  be 
fiital  to  the  civil  and  religious  liberties  of  my  country,  and  to  the 
civil  and  religious  establishments  founded  at  any  period  of  this 
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country  for  the  maintenance  and  protection  of  those  civil  and 
religious  liberties. 

andlj,  Because  I  do  not  think  that  I  am  at  liberty  to  believe,  so 
as  to  act  upon  that  belief  in  my  l^islative  capacity  as  a  Peer  of 
Parliament^  that  it  is  my  duty  to  protect  any  Christianity  of  an 
undefined  nature,  much  less  any  Protestantism  of  an  undefined 
nature. 

3rdly,  Because  I  do  not  believe  that  I  have  any  right  to  vote  for 
the  exclusion  of  any  subject  of  the  King  of  England  who  by  his 
birthright,  which  is  the  act  of  Ood^  becomes  entitled  to  British 
franchise,  unless  by  some  subsequent  act  of  his  own  free  will  he 
commits  certain  acts  or  adopts  certain  principles  which  render  his 
exclusion  from  those  franchises  requisite  for  the  preservation  of  the 
civil  or  of  the  religious  liberties  of  my  country,  and  that  I  have 
official  and  legal  evidence  of  the  commission  of  such  acts  or 
adoption  of  such  principles,  and  contumacious  perseverance  in  them 
after  due  citation  to  renounce  them. 

4thly,  Because  in  the  instance  of  this  Bill  I  had  the  authority  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  passed  it  and  sent  it  up  to  me,  that 
it  was  not  injurious  to  the  civil  and  religious  liberties  of  my 
country  that  my  fellow  subjects  should  enjoy  the  franchises  of  the 
constitution  in  and  to  which  they  were  bom,  although  they  subse- 
quently had  exercised  their  free  will  in  the  adoption  of  the  Jewish 
religion,  which  I  believe  to  be  false,  and  injurious  to  Christianity, 
as  I  also  have  exercised  i^y  free  will  in  the  adoption  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  religion,  which  the  majority  of  my  fellow  subjects  believe 
to  be  false,  and  injurious  to  Protestantism. 

5thly,  Because  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  appears  to  me 
to  cast  an  insidious,  highly  unjust  and  extremely  mischievous 
aspersion  upon  the  Crown  of  England,  inasmuch  as  therQ  is  not 
at  present  any  Peer  of  England  professing  the  Jewish  religion 
who  would,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Peers,  be  restored 
ipso  facto  to  the  exercise  of  his  hereditary  rights  in  this  House,  and 
that  consequently  a  rejection  of  this  Bill  by  this  House,  after  it  has 
passed  the  House  of  Commons,  seems  to  me  to  involve  not  only  an 
injudicious  opposition  to  the  will  of  the  people  of  England  on  the 
part  of  the  Peers  of  England,  but  a  distrust,  for  which  no  Act  of 
his  present  Majesty  has  afforded  the  sUghtest  pretext,  of  the 
attachment  of  the  Crown  to  the  civil  and  religious  liberties  of  this 
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oonntiy,  or  to  those  civil  or  religious  establishments  which  he  is 
sworn  to  maintain  in  defence  of  those  liberties. 

6thl7,  Because^  though  I  am  not  convinced  that  the  civil  and 
idigious  liberties  of  this  country  are  essentially  connected  with 
Qodefined  Protestantism,  I  am  thoroughly  and  deeply  convinced 
that  they  are  essentially  connected  with  an  adherence  to  the 
Christian  religion  as  defined  in  Scripture  in  these  words  of  the 
Divine  Author  of  that  one,  true  and  holy  religion ;  '  All  things 
whatsoever  ye  would  that  men  should  do  to  you,  do  ye  even  so  to 
them;  for  this  is  the  law  and  the  prophets.'  S. Matt.  ch.  7,  ver.  12. 
'Hear,  O  Israel ;  the  Lord  our  God  is  one  Lord:  and  thou  shalt 
love  the  Lord  thy  God  with  all  thy  heart,  and  with  all  thy  soul, 
and  with  all  thy  mind^  and  with  all  thy  strength ;  this  is  the  first 
comnumdment :  and  the  second  is  like,  namely  this,  thou  shalt  love 
ihj  neighbour  as  thyself:  there  is  none  other  commandment 
greater  than  these.'  S.  Mark,  ch.  la,  ver.  29-31.  It  is,  therefore, 
only  inasmuch  as  any  description  of  Christians  adhere  to  the 
Christianity  of  the  Established  Church  of  England,  not  inasmuch  as 
tiiey  adhere  or  profess  themselves  to  adhere  to  any  peculiar  tenets 
of  their  own,  that  I  hold  them  competent  to  the  duty  of  legislators 
in  the  Christian  and  parliamentary  constitution  of  my  country. 

Hugh  Charles  Clifford,  Lord  Clifford  of  Chudleigh. 

DCXCV. 
August  13,  1833. 

By  3  and  4  William  IV,  cap.  76,  the  narrow  system  on  which  magis- 
trates were  elected  in  the  royal  burghs  of  Scotland  was  altered.  The 
debate  on  the  second  reading  is  to  be  found  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol. 
zx,  p.  563.  Lord  Haddington  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  that  day  six 
joonths,  but  his  motion  was  n^;atived  without  a  division.  He  then 
inserted  the  following  protest 

ist,  Because,  while  the  preamble  of  the  Bill  purports  to  restore 
the  antient  free  constitutions  of  the  burghs^  the  enacting  clauses 
€itid>lish  a  system  totally  different  from  any  that  ever  existed  in 
those  communities. 

2ndly,  Because  the  transference  of  the  right  of  voting  to  the  ten- 
poaod  householders  alone  is  a  manifest  violation  of  those  rights 
which  the  antient  law  of  Scotland  recognized  in  the  burgesses,  into 

VOL.  III.  K 
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whose  hands,  a  simple  repeal  of  the  Act  of  1469,  would  have  thrown 
that  power  which  is  now  to  be  conferred  on  the  Parliamentary  con- 
stituency. 

3rdly,  Because,  in  order  to  abolish  the  system  of  self-election,  it 
was  not  necessary  to  have  recourse  to  this  extensive  innovation. 

4thly,  Because  the  power  to  elect  the  managers  of  the  common 
good  of  the  burghs,  and  of  many  of  the  charities  therein,  is  conferred 
on  persons  having  no  right  or  interest  in  either,  instead  of  having^ 
been  bestowed  on  the  burgesses,  who  are  the  parties  legally  in- 
terested in  both. 

5thly,  Because  the  Bill  has  been  Iwought  forward  in  manifest 
ignorance  of  many  most  important  matters,  an  accurate  knowledge  o£ 
which  must  be  necessary  in  order  to  enable  Parliament  to  deter- 
mine, in  a  final  and  satisfactory  manner,  on  the  mode  in  which  the 
municipal  councils  of  the  royal  burghs  in  Scotland  ought  to  be 
chosen.  This  is  virtually  admitted  by  the  framers  of  the  Bill,  wha 
have  advised  his  Majesty  to  issue  a  commission,  with  most  extensive 
powers,  embracing  every  matter  connected  with  those  communities, 
and  especially  the  mode  of  election  which  ought  to  be  adopted 
therein  ;  and  it  would  have  been  more  consistent  with  justice  and 
with  common  sense,  and  in  every  respect  more  convenient  as  well  as 
more  rational,  to  have  founded  legislation  upon  enquiry,  instead  of 
deciding  first  and  enquiring  afterwards. 

6thly,  Because  this  Bill,  recklessly  invading  chartered  rights,  and 
injuriously  affecting  long-established  interests,  on  the  gratuitous 
assumption  that  some  such  enactment  is  called  for  by  popular  feel- 
ing, forms  a  dangerous  precedent,  and  is  justified  on  principles 
inconsistent  with  the  permanence  of  chartered  rights  throughout  the 
Empire,  and  adverse  to  the  true  interests  of  the  people. 

Thomas  Hamilton,  Lord  Melros  (Earl  of  Haddington). 

DCXCVI. 

August  19,  1833. 

The  Act  3  and  4  William  IV,  cap.  85,  *  For  effecting  an  arrangement 
with  the  East  India  Company,  and  for  the  better  government  of  his  Ma- 
jest/s  Indian  Territories  Bill'  (30th  of  April,  1854),  makes  considerable 
changes  in  the  Charter  as  it  existed  up  to  that  date.  The  third  reading 
was  taken  on  the  19th  of  August,  and  the  following  protest  inserted. 
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1st,  Because  the  East  India  Company  in  their  capacity  of  Gover- 
nors of  India  are  deprived  by  this  Bill  of  the  financial  resources 
which  they  might  still  have  derived  from  their  trade  in  their  capa- 
dty  of  a  joint  stock  company  under  their  charter ;  particularly  if 
retieved  from  certain  of  the  obligations  in  carrying  on  their  com- 
mercial operations  imposed  upon  them  by  law. 

2ndly,  Because  these  financial  resources,  amounting  for  the  last 
twenty  years  to  an  annual  sum  which  has  paid  the  dividends  upon 
tiie  Company's  capital  stock,  ^630,000  a  year^  and  the  interest 
upon  the  Company's  bond  debt,  .3^88,000  a  year,  have  moreover 
enabled  the  East  India  Company  to  make  advances  from  commerce 
to  territory  amounting  to  a  sum  between  three  and  five  millions 
sterling,  according  to  the  settlement  of  the  rate  of  exchange  at 
which  the  transfers  have  been  made ;  and  their  continued  existence 
appears  to  be  absolutely  necessary  for  carrying  on  the  government 
of  India^  as,  notwithstanding  the  efforts  made  in  India  in  the  last 
five  or  six  years  to  retrench  expence,  a  surplus  of  expenditure  over 
ineome  to  a  considerable  amount  still  remains  to  be  provided  for ; 
including  in  that  expenditure  a  sum  amounting,  previous  to  the 
renewal  of  the  charter,  to  not  less  than  ^i,8o4,cx>o  per  annum, 
(excluding  the  expence  of  St.  Helena,)  for  expenditure  in  England 
on  acoonnt  of  territory. 

3rdly,  Because  an  addition  must  be  made  to  this  expenditure  in 
England  on  account  of  territory  amounting,  on  account  of  divi- 
dends, to  ^^630,000,  on  account  of  interest  on  bond  debt,  to 
j^8,ooo,  on  account  of  pensions  already  granted  to  commercial 
servants,  ^^56,000 ;  making  the  total  of  actual  expenditure  in 
England,  on  account  of  territory,  <3^2,578,ooo  per  annum. 

4thly,  Because  the  expenditure  in  England  on  account  of  terri- 
tory must  be  farther  augmented  by  a  provision  for  those  commercial 
servants  and  labourers  to  be  put  out  of  employment  by  the  cessation 
of  the  Company's  trade,  to  the  amount  of  a  sum  estimated  at 
^^200,000  per  annum. 

5tlily,  Because  this  sum  of  .3^2, 77 8,000  must  be  remitted 
annually  from  India  at  a  charge  of  not  less  for  exchange  than 
ten  per  cent. ;  thus  adding  j^27  7,000  to  the  home  charge  upon 
the  Indian  revenues. 

6thly,  Because  the  reduction  of  charge  and  expenditure  in  India 
by  the  application  of  the  whole  of  the  East  India  Company's  com- 
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mercial  assets  to  the  payment  of  debt  secured  upon  the  territorial 
revenues,  cannot  be  calculated  to  produce  more  than  the  sum  of 
^574,000  per  annum  in  India ;  thus  leaving  a  balance  of  surplus 
of  charge  in  England  by  this  arrangement,  over  saving  of  expen- 
diture on  account  of  interest  in  India,  amounting  to  ^667,000 
per  annum. 

7thly,  Because  this  arrangement  will  increase  much  the  difficul- 
ties and  expence  which  have  been  at  times  found  to  exist  in  making 
remittances  from  India  to  England  ;  first,  by  the  increased  amount 
of  expenditure  in  England,  and  of  remittance  to  defray  it ; 
secondly,  by  the  discontinuance  of  the  commerce  of  the  East  India 
Company. 

8thly,  Because  the  arrangement  made  by  this  Bill  is  not  less 
injurious  to  the  public  revenue  than  it  is  to  the  finances  of  the  East 
India  Company  in  their  capacity  of  administrators  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  British  dominions  in  Hindostan.  A  revenue  upon 
tea,  at  this  moment  amounting  to  i£''3,ocx),ocx)  sterling  per  annom^ 
has  hitherto  been  collected  at  the  expence  of  ten  thousand  pounds. 
If  the  Company  had  been  allowed  to  trade  as  a  joint  stock  com- 
pany, the  Government  duties  at  the  least  on  the  amount  of  the 
continued  import  of  tea  by  the  East  India  Company  might  have 
been  collected  in  the  same  manner,  and  at  the  same  rate  of  expence. 

9thly,  Because  the  numerous  individuals  who  have  been  employed 
by  the  East  India  Company  in  the  construction,  repair,  and  fitting 
out  of  their  ships ;  in  supplying  them  with  various  articles  of 
manufacture  and  produce  for  their  commerce,  as  well  in  the  river 
Thames  as  in  London  and  in  the  country,  have  been  deprived  of  this 
employment  for  their  industry,  ingenuity,  and  capital ;  for  which 
no  compensation  can  be  given  to  them. 

lothly,  Because  the  private  traders  resorting  to  China  upon  the 
opening  of  the  trade  will  be  deprived  of  the  advice  and  influence  of 
the  East  India  Company's  servants  in  the  management  of  their 
transactions  with  the  Chinese  merchants  and  authorities. 

iithly.  Because  the  arrangement  which  puts  an  end  to  the 
commerce  of  the  East  India  Company  deprives  them  of  the  political 
influence  and  power  still  remaining  to  them,  notwithstanding  recent 
events,  which  their  vast  establishments  in  the  metropolis,  and  the 
magnitude  and  importance  of  their  transactions,  had  given  them. 

1 2thly,  Because  this  political  influence  and  power  are  still  farther 
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diminished  by  the  enactmeDts  of  the  Bill  which  regulate  the  inter- 
course of  the  directors  with  and  submission  to  the  Board  of  Com- 
missioners in  all  cases,  and  on  all  points  submitted  to  the  nominal 
gOYemment  of  the  Company,  excepting  certain  cases  of  patronage ; 
notwithstanding  that  the  East  India  Company  have  been  told  that 
the  arrangement  was  dictated  by  a  desire  to  inspire  them  with  an 
increased  interest  in  the  prosperity  of  the  Indian  Empire  and  its 
revenues,  by  placing  their  dividends  as  a  charge  upon  them. 

I3thly^  Because  it  is  impossible  for  the  East  India  Company, 
thus  shorn  of  its  political  influence  and  power^  (and  the  Bill  not 
affording  a  certainty  that  Parliament  will  have  a  knowledge  of 
the  discussions  which  may  arise  between  the  Court  of  Directors  and 
the  Board  of  Commissioners,)  to  carry  on  with  advantage,  in  inde- 
dependance  or  with  honour,  that  branch  of  the  Government  of 
India  which  is  transacted  in  England  ;  and  still  less  to  inspire 
with  respect  their  servants  and  those  submitted  to  their  Govern- 
ment abroad. 

I4thly,  Because  the  object  of  the  Bill  appears  to  be  the  creation 
of  a  new  office,  that  of  Governor-General  in  Council  of  India ;  and 
by  conferring  upon  the  holder  of  it  unusual  patronage  and  power  to 
vest  in  him  the  Government  of  the  British  territories  in  Hindostan, 
rather  than  in  the  East  India  Company  and  the  authorities  at 
home. 

I5thly,  Because  the  enactments  of  the  Bill,  although  depriving 
the  East  India  Company  of  its  assets,  do  not  provide  for  their  spe- 
cific application  to  the  payment  of  debts,  for  which  provision  had 
been  made  by  former  Acts  of  Parliament.  The  creditors  of  the 
East  India  Company,  on  account  of  loans  of  their  property  on  the 
security  of  the  territorial  revenues  and  of  other  assets  of  the  Com- 
pany, depend  for  payment,  not,  as  heretofore^  upon  the  enactments 
of  Parliament,  but  upon  the  good  will  of  the  Court  of  Directors, 
imder  the  controul  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners,  in  carrying  into 
execution  the  provisions  of  the  i6th  clause  of  the  Bill,  which  states 
that  '  The  revenues  of  said  territories,  and  all  monies  which  shall 
belong  to  the  said  Company  on  the  22nd  of  April,  1834,  and  all 
monies  which  shall  be  thereafter  received  by  the  said  Company 
from  and  in  respect  of  the  property  and  rights  vested  in  them 
in  trust  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  applied  to  the  service  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  said  territories,  and  in  defraying  all  charges  and 
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payments  by  this  Act  created  or  confirmed  or  directed  to  be  made 
respectively,  in  such  order  as  the  said  Court  of  Directors,  under  the 
controul  of  the  said  Board,  shall  from  time  to  time  direct ;  any- 
thing in  any  other  Act  or  Acts  contained  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing.' 

i6thly,  Because  the  Bill  lays  the  ground  for  the  interfereaee  af 
the  Government  of  India  unnecessarily  in  the  domestic  affairs,  the 
manners,  customs^  and  religion  of  the  native  population. 

lythly.  Because  it  permits  the  unrestrained  resort  of  Europeans 
to  India. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 

Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

William  Carr  Beresford,  Yiscouut  Beresford. 

Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,     Lord    Fenshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
James  Andrew  John   Laurence    Charles   Drummond,    Yiscount 

Strathallan. 
James  Brownlow  William  Gascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 
James  St.  Clair  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 


DCXCVII. 

August  20,  1833. 

The  Aholition  of  Slavery  Bill  was  read  a  third  time  on  this  day  and 
passed  (3  and  4  William  IV,  cap.  73).  The  following  protest  was 
entered. 

1st,  Because  it  is  attempted  by  this  Bill  to  emancipate  a  nation 
of  slaves  ;  not  prepared  by  a  previous  course  of  education,  of  reli- 
gious instruction,  or  of  training  to  habits  of  industry,  or  of  social 
intercourse,  for  the  position  in  which  they  will  be  placed  in  society. 

andly,  Because  the  value,  as  possessions  of  the  Crown  of  Great 
Britain,  of  the  colonies  in  which  those  negroes  are  located,  as  well 
as  the  value  of  their  estates  to  the  proprietors  and  colonists,  de- 
pends upon  the  labour  of  the  negroes  to  obtain  the  valuable  produce 
of  the  soil,  sugar,  whether  as  slaves,  as  apprentices,  or  as  free 
labourers  for  hire. 

3rdly,  Because  the  experience  of  all  times  and  of  all  naticms, 
particularly  that  of  modem  times,  and  in  our  own  colonies,  and 
in  St.  Domingo,  has  proved  that  men  uncivilized,  and  at  liberty 
to  labour  or  not  as  they  please,  will  not  work  for  hire  at  r^ular 
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ag^caltaral  laboar  in  the  low  grouods  within  the  tropics ;  and  the 
example  of  the  United  States^  a  country  but  thinly  peopled  in  pro- 
portion to  its  extent,  and  fertility,  and  always  in  want  of  hands,  has 
shewn  that  even  in  more  temperate  climates  the  labour  of  emanci- 
pated negroes  could  not  be  relied  upon  for  the  cultivation  of  the 
soil;  and  that  the  welfare  of  the  society,  as  well  as  that  of  the 
emancipated  n^roes  themselves,  required  that  they  should  be 
removed  elsewhere. 

4thly,  Because  the  number  of  negproes  in  the  several  islands  and 
settlements  on  the  continent  of  America  in  which  they  are  located 
is  so  small  in  proportion  to  the  extent  of  the  country  which  they 
occupy,  and  the  fertility  of  the  soil  is  so  great,  and  the  climate, 
however  insalubrious  and  little  inviting  to  exertion  and  labour,  is  so 
&voarabIe  to  vegetation  and  the  growth  of  all  descriptions  of  the 
produce  of  the  earth,  that  it  cannot  be  expected  that  these  emanci- 
pated slaves,  thus  uneducated  and  untrained,  will  be  induced  to 
work  for  hire. 

5thly^  Because  upon  this  speculation  depends  the  value  of  a 
capital  of  not  less  than  two  hundred  millions  sterling ;  including 
therein  the  fortunes  and  existence  in  a  state  of  independence  of 
tiioasands  of  colonists  and  proprietors  of  estates  in  the  colonies,  the 
trade  of  the  country,  the  employment  of  250^000  tons  of  British 
shipping  and  of  (^5,000  seamen^  and  a  revenue  which  produces  to 
ti)e  Exchequer  upon  sugar  alone  not  less  than  five  millions  sterling 
per  annum. 

6Uily,  Because  the  Bill,  in  enforcing  upon  the  colonists  the 
emancipation  of  their  slaves,  attains  its  object  by  enactments  and 
measures  least  calculated  to  conciliate  their  feelings  and  interests, 
and  those  of  the  local  legislatures,  by  whose  influence  and  autho- 
rity the  powers  of  Government  in  the  colonies  must  ccmtinue  to  be 
exttcised^ 

7thly,  Because,  in  the  details  of  the  measure,  an  engagement 
made  to  the  proprietors  of  estates  in  the  colonies  has  been  violated  ; 
and  a  resolution  agreed  to  by  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  com- 
monicated  to  the  colonies,  has  been  departed  from,  and  the  period  of 
i^renticeship  altered  from  twelve  years  to  six.  Proprietors  who 
have  slaves  of  twelve  years  of  age  are  under  the  necessity  of 
making  them  apprentices  as  domestics  or  as  artificers.  Persons  are 
to  be  appointed  special  magistrates  for  the  execution  of  the  measures 
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ordained  by  this  Bill,  unconnected  with  the  colonies^  not  sufficient 
in  number  for  the  performance  of  the  duty  even  of  protecting  the 
property  and  persons  of  the  resident  proprietors,  or  sufficiently  paid 
to  render  them  respectable  or  even  efficient.  The  Colonial  Legisla- 
tures are  required  to  enact  laws  to  carry  into  execution  these  mea- 
sures, under  pain  of  the  loss  by  the  proprietors  of  slaves  in  the 
colony  of  all  participation  of  the  compensation  held  out  by  the  Bill, 
in  case  those  laws  should  not  be  conformable  to  the  model  therein 
given  to  them.  The  compensation  for  loss  is  not  in  reality  raised 
or  granted,  nor  does  the  interest  upon  the  g^rant  accrue  from 
the  period  at  which  the  sacrifice  of  property  is  to  be  made  for 
which  it  is  stated  to  be  intended  that  the  compensation  should  be 
given>  according  to  the  usual  practice.  The  Colonial  Legislatures 
must  first  pass  certain  laws ;  and  then  Commissioners  appointed 
under  authority  of  the  Bill  are  to  proceed  to  make  a  distribution 
among  nineteen  colonies  of  the  whole  sum  held  out,  according  to  a 
principle  which  is  considered  by  many  of  the  colonial  proprietors  to 
be  partial  and  unjust.  This  distribution  having  been  made,  and 
agreed  to,  the  detailed  distribution  of  the  compensation  to  each 
proprietor  is  to  be  made  by  the  same  Commissioners  ;  but  appeals 
to  his  Majesty  in  Council  may  be  made  upon  the  original  as  well 
as  upon  every  other  distribution  by  the  Commissioners,  each  of  them 
Requiring  renewed  reference  to  the  colony,  and  occasioning  of  course 
interminable  litigation  and  delay ;  thus  postponing  the  receipt  of 
compensation  by  the  proprietor  of  the  slave  for  years  after  he  will 
have  lost  the  benefit  of  his  services. 

8thly,  Because  the  extension  of  the  Act  of  the  52nd  George  the 
Third,  cap.  155,  by  the  6ist  clause  of  the  Bill,  to  the  colonies,  is 
not  necessary  for  the  apprenticeship  and  emancipation  of  the  slaves 
in  the  colonies.  It  is  not  justified  by  any  thing  that  has  passed, 
and  will  be  considered  by  the  Colonial  Legislatures  as  a  gratuitous 
injury,  and  a  breach  of  their  independant  authority,  as  provided  by 
the  Acts  of  1773,  ^^^  respected  from  that  time  to  this. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 

Edward  Jervis  Jervis,  Viscount  St.  Vincent. 

Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshurst    (Yiscount 

Strangford). 
William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 
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DCXCVIIL 

August  26,  1883. 

An  attempt  was  made  in  the  last  stage  of  the  Bank  Charter  Bill,  to 
introdace  a  clause  affirming  the  monopoly  of  Joint  Stock  Banking  in 
the  Bank  of  England.  The  amendment  was  negatived  without  a  division, 
and  the  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist^  Because  no  sabject  who  is  in  possession  of  a  valuable 
privil^^  ought  to  be  deprived  of  it  except  by  the  judgment  of 
a  court  of  justice^  after  a  patient  hearing  of  his  case,  and  by  an 
impartial  decision  upon  it,  uninfluenced  by  party  or  popular  feeling. 
The  takings  from  any  one  a  right  or  privilege  by  a  declaratory  law, 
supported  only  by  an  opinion  of  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
(which  opinion  has  never  been  laid  before  this  House),  and 
without  the  authority  of  the  sanction  of  the  Judges,  is  an  arbi- 
trary and  oppressive  proceeding,  and  contrary  to  the  uniform 
practice  of  Parliament. 

2ndly,  Because  the  clause  which  it  was  proposed  to  substitute 
for  the  declaratory  clause  contained  in  this  Bill,  would  have 
afforded  all  the  protection  to  the  public  which  they  have  ever 
had,  and  have  prevented  the  Bank  from  enjoying  any  exclusive 
privil^^  which  it  does  not  at  present  legally  possess.  The  clause 
in  the  Bill  takes  from  the  Bank  a  privilege  it  has  always  enjoyed^ 
and  which  privilege^  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case^  it  was  agreed  by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  and  the 
Governor  and  Directors  to  continue  to  the  Bank.  The  altering  of 
this  bargain  exposes  the  proceedings  of  the  Legislature  to  the 
imputation  of  a  breach  of  faith. 

3rdly,  Because,  although  the  preamble  of  the  declaratory  clause 
itself  expressly  states  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
that  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  shall 
continue  to  hold  and  enjoy  all  the  exclusive  privileges  of  banking 
given  them  by  any  Act  of  Parliament,  and  although  by  the  letter 
and  spirit  of  all  the  Statutes  relating  to  that  Corporation  the 
exclusive  privilege  of  banking,  which  includes  the  receiving  of 
deposits  as  well  as  the  issuing  of  bills  or  notes,  is  secured  to  the 
Governor  and  Company,  so  that  no  corporation  or  company  con- 
sisting of  more  than  six  partners  can  carry  on  a  bank  of  deposit 
or  issue  in  London,  or  within  sixty-five  miles  thereof, — this  clause. 
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under  the  pretence  of  removing  doubts  as  to  the  construction  of 
these  Acts,  enables  corporations  and  companies  composed  of  an 
unlimited  number  of  partners  to  open  banks  of  deposit  in  any 
part  of  England.  It  has  been  repeatedly  judicially  declared  by 
the  late  Lord  Kenyon,  Mr.  Justice  Grose,  and  other  eminent 
Judges,  that  if  doubts  arise  as  to  the  true  construction  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  such  doubts  may  be  removed  by  contemporaneous 
usage.  There  has  been  an  uniform  usage  in  favour  of  this  exclusive 
privilege,  from  the  passing  of  the  first  Statute  relating  to  the  Bank 
down  to  the  present  time. 

4thly,  Because  by  giving  a  right  to  open  banks  of  deposit  to 
corporations  and  companies  with  an  unlimited  number  of  partners, 
a  spirit  of  speculation  will  be  encouraged,  which  will  endanger  oar 
commercial  interests.  If  banks  possessing  the  immense  capitals 
which  the  proposed  new  banks  will  possess  succeed,  they  will 
destroy  the  long-established  and  highly  beneficial  system  of 
banking  now  existing  in  the  metropolis :  if  they  fail,  their  fsdlure 
will  ruin  many  unwary  persons  who  may  become  partners  or  who 
may  have  dealings  with  them.  The  great  capital  which  they  will 
hold  will  enable  them  to  embarass  the  Bank  of  England  in  the 
discharge  of  its  most  important  duties.  The  banks  which  this 
Bill  directly  sanctions  must  produce  injury  to  great  numbers  of 
individuals,  and  must  endanger  the  public  interest ;  and  on  these 
accounts  it  was  not  long  since  declared  by  the  highest  legal 
authority  in  this  House,  with  reference  to  the  Statute  of  the  6th 
of  George  I,  cap.  18,  That  the  establishment  of  such  Companies 
was  contrary  to  the  common  law. 

5thly;  Because  the  provision  which  makes  the  promissory  notes 
of  the  Bank  of  England  a  legal  tender  in  all  cases,  except  when 
they  shall  be  presented  for  payment  at  the  Bank  or  one  of  its 
branches,  has  a  tendency  to  introduce,  without  any  allied 
necessity,  and  in  time  of  profound  peace,  the  dangerous  principle 
of  a  compulsory  paper  currency. 

William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 

Nicholas  Vansittart,  Lord  Bezley. 

Robert  Smith,  Lord  Carrington,  for  the  first,  second,  third,  and 

fourth  reasons. 
Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 
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DCXCIX. 
May  15,  1884. 

Lord  Wynford  introduced  a  Bill  on  the  6th  of  May,  for  the  better 
observance  of  the  Lord's  Day,  and  for  the  more  efiectual  prevention  of 
drunkenness.  The  Bill  was  intended  to  obviate  Sunday  trading,  and  to 
levy  penalties  on  publicans  on  whose  premises  a  man  got  drunk.  It 
made  contracts  void  which  were  entered  upon  on  Sunday,  &c.  The  Bill 
was  read  a  second  time  by  i6  to  13,  but  appears  to  have  been  dropped 
i^terwards.  One  of  those  who  voted  for  the  second  reading  (Lord  Gage) 
signs  die  following  protest,  in  pari.     The  protest  is  Lord  Brougham*s. 

ist,  Because  I  consider  that  this  Bill  has  a  direct  tendency  to 
bring  odinm  upon  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath,  and  contempt 
upon  sentiments  so  virtuously  felt  and  so  strongly  expressed  by  the 
peojde  of  this  country  in  behalf  of  the  Sabbatical  institution. 

2ndly,  Because  it  seeks  to  interfere  with  the  occupations  and 
rdaxations  of  men  and  their  ordinary  habits,  and  attempts  to 
effect,  by  legislative  provision,  what  can  only  be  advantageously 
or  even  safely  brought  about  by  the  manners  of  the  people  being 
amended,  and  their  religions  and  moral  feelings  strengthened. 

3idly,  Because  it  forbids  many  Acts  which  men  may  be  justified 
and  even  compelled  to  perform  on  the  Sabbath  Day. 

4thly,  Because^  like  all  legislative  interference  with  the  habits  of 
tiie  people,  it  tends  to  beget  the  far  worse  habit  of  violating  the 
law^  and  thereby  both  impairs  the  character  of  the  subject^  and 
lowers  the  authority  of  the  lawgiver. 

5tiLly,  Because  the  pressure  of  its  provisions  is  most  unequally 
distributed  among  the  different  classes  of  the  community,  and 
bears  almost  exclusively  upon  the  poorer  members  of  it. 

6thlyy  Because  the  Bill  itself  is  so  framed  as  not  to  attain  its 
avowed  object  merely,  but  to  disturb  the  whole  transactions  of 
mankind  at  all  times;  and  because  most  of  its  provisions  must 
be  remodelled,  in  order  to  confine  its  operation  to  what  alone  it 
intends  to  accomplish. 

7thly,  Because  it  appears  to  me  exceedingly  discreditable  to  any 
Legislative  Assembly  to  entertain  a  measure  which  is  admitted  to 
be  framed  in  so  careless  a  manner  that  it  prohibits  in  its  present 
shape  innumerable  things  which  it  cannot  be  intended  to  affect  in 
any  way,  and  which,  even  if  those  errors  were  corrected,  would 
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still  be  found  to  abound  in  enactments  wholly  impossible  to  be 
enforced. 

8thly,  Because  this  Bill,  even  corrected  as  to  its  admitted 
mistakes,  would  still  prohibit  a  poor  man  from  travelling,  what- 
ever necessity  might  require  it,  at  certain  times,  by  the  only 
conveyances  he  can  aflTord,  viz.  public  carriages. 

Qthly,  Because  it  would  prevent  all  classes  from  making  their 
wills,  though  in  extremities,  on  the  Sabbath,  if  the  aid  of  pro- 
fessional men  were  required  for  that  purpose. 

lothly.  Because  it  appears  also  to  intend  to  prevent  any  one 
from  travelling  post  on  the  Sabbath,  and  so  to  compel  travellers 
to  remain  at  public  houses  unnecessarily  on  that  day. 

I  ithly,  Because  it  subjects  all  keepers  of  public  houses  and  beer 
houses  to  the  visitation  of  constables  during  seven  hours  every 
Sabbath,  though  no  beer  or  spirits  be  sold  during  those  hours,  and 
to  the  like  visitation  at  all  hours  of  any  day  when  liquor  is  sold, 
for  the  purpose  of  removing  from  those  houses  any  friend  or  relative 
who  may  be  calling  or  visiting  there,  not  being  a  customer,  traveller, 
or  a  lodger. 

i2thly,  Because  it  avowedly  seeks  to  check  drunkenness,  as  if 
that  were  the  only  vice  now  calling  for  prevention,  and  attempts 
doing  so  by  making  the  publican  liable  to  penalties,  and  to  the  loss 
of  his  licence,  and  consequently  to  ruin,  from  the  intemperance  of 
his  guests,  which  he  cannot  by  any  possibility  prevent,  if  he 
furnishes  any  quantity  of  liquor  at  all  to  them,  and*  does  not 
previously  ascertain  how  much  is  required  to  intoxicate  them, 
and  even  if  he  shall  succeed  in  ascertaining  that  point,  it  makes 
him  liable  to  the  penalties  if  he  furnishes  liquor  to  more  than  one 
guest  in  the  same  room,  unless  he  also  remains  present  while  they 
drink  it,  or  causes  his  waiters  to  remain  present  in  order  to  see 
that  each  guest  only  consumes  the  quantity  which  he  is  capable 
of  drinking  without  intoxication  ;  and  because  I  verily  believe  that 
no  measure  of  so  extravagant  a  nature  ever  yet  received  the  sanction 
of  an  assembly  of  rational  beings. 

I3thly,  Because  the  publication  in  churches  of  divers  notices,  by 
virtue  of  various  existing  Statutes,  is  abolished,  without  the  least 
precaution  being  taken  to  provide  a  substitute — inasmuch  as  the 
affixing  to  the  church  door,  without  any  provision  to  prevent  or 
even  any  prohibition  of  removing  or  defacing  the  same  immediately 
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after — whereby  much  important  business  will  be  at  a  stand — and 
because  this  part  of  the  Bill  has  been  framed  without  any  regard 
being  had  to  the  great  difficulties  presented  by  the  subject  of 
publishing  parish  and  other  notices — a  difficulty  which  is  known 
to  have  been  the  origin  of  those  statutory  enactments  requiring 
publication  in  church. 

I4thly,  Because  it  encourages  workmen  to  be  guilty  of  dishonesty 
towards  their  masters,  by  first  obtaining  payment  of  wages  on  a 
forbidden  day^  and  then  again  suing^  as  the  Bill  authorizes  them, 
for  a  second  payment  of  the  same  wages. 

I5thly,  Because  it  appears  altogether  absurd  to  hold,  that  by 
rejecting^  a  Bill  professing  to  have  a  good  object  in  view,  on  the 
ground  of  its  total  inefficiency  to  accomplish  its  purpose,  and  of  its 
tendency  to  create  &r  worse  mischiefs  than  any  it  pretends  to 
prevent)  any  discountenance  whatever  is  given  to  the  professed 
object,  or  indeed  any  opinion  at  all  is  expressed  upon  the  matter. 

i6thly.  Because^  upon  the  whole^  it  appears  to  me,  that  the 
counteDancing  a  measure  so  framed,  and  liable  to  such  objections, 
is  calculated  to  lower  the  authority  of  this  House,  exposing  it  to  be 
charged  with  motives  creditable  neither  to  its  wisdom  nor  impar- 
tiality ;  while  the  tendency  of  giving  such  a  measure  sueh  high 
countenance  is  to  injure  the  cause  which  it  professes  to  serve^  and 
to  bring  everything  connected  with  the  subject  into  unmerited 
contempt. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux  (Lord  Chan- 
cellor). 

John  Gkorge  Lambton,  Earl  of  Durham. 

Henry  Hall  Gage,  Lord  Gage  (Viscount  Gage),  for  second, 
fourth,  and  fifth  reasons. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 


DCC. 

June  2,  1834. 

John  Allan,  a  Calcutta  merchant,  after  going  through  the  usual 
prooesses,  brought  a  Bill  into  Parliament  for  divorce  from  his  wife. 
The  evidence  on  the  subject  may  be  found  in  Lords'  Journals,  vol.  Ixvi, 
appendix  5  A.  As  he  was  absent  from  England,  it  was  moved  and 
carried  that  Standing  Order  142,  under  which  the  petitioner  for  a 
Divorce  Bill  was  obliged  to  atteud,  be  suspended.     Tins  produced  the 
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following  protest     Allan's  power  of  attomej  may  be  found  in  Lords' 
Journals,  vol.  Ixvi,  p.  343. 

ist,  Because  it  is  essential  to  the  justice  and  purity  of  legislation 
that  no  individual  should  be  exempt  from  the  operation  of  the 
existing  law. 

2ndly,  Because  the  present  Bill  gives  this  exemption  to  an 
individual,  without  even  a  pretence  to  its  necessity,  its  expediency, 
or  its  justice. 

3rdly^  Because^  admitting  that  special  grounds  are  made  out  for 
the  passing  of  this  and  similar  Bills,  the  very  passing  a  number  of 
such  Bills  annually,  and  nearly  as  a  matter  of  course,  authorises  a 
conclusion,  either  that  there  is  some  defect  in  the  law  itself,  or  that 
these  Bills  are  passed  hastily,  and  without  due  consideration. 

Francis  Gkxlolphin  Osborne,  Lord  Gkxlolphiiu 


DCCI. 

July  29,  1834. 

By  3  and  4  William  IV,  cap.  38,  a  clause  in  3  William  IV,  cap.  4, 
enabling  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  prohibit  meetings  in  Ireland  by  pro- 
clamation, and  to  deal  with  offenders  by  court  martial,  was  repealed. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  moved  that  such  parts  of  the  Act  of  3  William 
IV,  as  applied  to  the  prohibition  of  meetings,  should  be  replaced.  The 
debate  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xxv,  p.  655.  The  Duke's  amend- 
ment was  negatived  without  a  division. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  the  three  clauses  of  the  Act  of  the  3rd  William  IV, 
cap.  4,  which  it  was  the  object  of  the  motion  to  insert  in  the  Bill, 
were  calculated  to  prevent  the  evil  existing  in  Ireland  which  Par- 
liament had  upon  former  occasions  declared  to  be  *  dangerous  to  the 
public  tranquillity,'  *  inconsistent  with  the  public  peace  and  safety, 
and  with  the  exercise  of  regukr  government.' 

2ndly,  Because  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  has  declared  that 
in  his  opinion  the  '  agitation  (which  it  is  the  object  of  these  clauses 
to  prevent)  of  the  combined  projects  for  the  abolition  of  tithes,  and 
the  destruction  of  the  Union  with  Great  Britain,  had  in  every 
instance  excited  and  inflamed  the  di^urbances  existing  in  Ireland,' 
which  his  Excellency  has  described  as  being  of  '  a  discontented, 
disorderly^  and  turbulent  character;'  such  as  'secret  combination, 
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tr  concealed  organization,  suppression  of  all  evidence  of  crime^  and  the 

ambition  of  usurping  the  Government,  of  ruling  society  by  the 
anthority  of  the  common  people,  and  of  superseding  the  law  by  the 
decrees  of  ill^^l  associations':  that  this  system  of  agitation  had  for 
^its  inevitable  consequence,  combinations  leading  to  violence  and 
outrage';  that  they  were  *  inseparably  cause  and  effect.' 

3rdly,  Because  his  Majesty's  servants  have  expressed  in  strong 
terms  their  concurrence  in  these  opinions  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  their  sense  of  the  necessity  for  adopting  measures  to  meet  the 
system  of  agitation ;  they  have  stated  that  it  is  impossible  '  that  a 
perpetual  system  of  agitation  can  be  pursued,  without  stirring  up 
among  the  people  a  general  spirit  of  resistance  to  the  constituted 
authorities,  which  breaks  out  in  excesses  such  as  have  been 
described.'  *That  it  is  not  safe  to  leave  the  Government  unfur- 
nished with  the  means  to  prevent  an  association  calling  itself  the 
Central  Association  of  Dublin,  assuming  a  political  character, 
carrying  on  its  proceedings  with  all  the  forms  of  Parliament, 
directing  other  associations  throughout  all  parts  of  Ireland,  and 
desiring  a  general  organisation  for  the  express  and  avowed  purpose 
of  carrying  into  effect  measures  which  must  be  subversive  of  the 
security  of  the  country,  and  destructive  of  all  peace,  order,  and 
law.'  *That  it  is  not  consistent  with  justice  to  put  down  the 
h'berties  of  the  people  in  the  country,  but  not  in  the  city.'  *  That 
Parliament  should  press  hard  with  the  weight  of  the  loins  upon  the 
peasant,  but  not  lay  the  weight  of  the  little  finger  on  those  who 
by  their  conduct  nourish  and  increase  excitement,  and  generalise 
local  agitation/  *  If  the  effect,  disturbance,  and  outrage,  must  be 
put  down,  the  existing  cause  must  be  attended  to  likewise.'  '  It  is 
an  ihJraetion  of  popular  rights  when  power  is  given  to  prevent  or 
put  an  end  to  public  meetings ;  but  it  is  not  a  greater  infraction  of 
the  Constitutional  rights  of  the  people,  a  more  decided  invasion  of 
the  indisputable  rights  of  the  King's  subjects,  than  is  to  be  found 
in  the  sunset  part  of  the  Bill.'  'It  is  necessary  to  apply  a 
l^islative  enactment  to  the  exciting  cause,  as  well  as  to  the 
mischief  which  that  excitement  produces.' 

4thly,  Because  the  principle  of  the  British  Constitution,  and  the 
object  of  all  our  laws,  from  liil^na  Charta  down  to  a  recent  period, 
have  been,  to  give  protection  to  life  and  property,  as  well  as  to 
secure  the  liberty  of  the  subject;   which  last  has  hitherto  been 
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considered  as  the  means  to  attain  and  secure  the  first-mentioned 
objects. 

5thly,  Because  the  protection  of  the  subject  by  the  Sovereign, 
and  the  allegiance  of  the  subject  to  the  Sovereign,  are  reciprocal 
duties.  It  appears  therefore  to  be  the  duty  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament,  convinced  by  the  evidence  laid  before  them  of  the  state 
of  disturbance,  outrage,  plunder,  and  murder  existing  in  Ireland,  of 
the  insecurity  of  life  and  property,  of  the  misery  and  suflferings  of 
the  industrious  peasantry  and  other  classes,  and  of  the  discon- 
tinuance of  all  habits  and  pursuits  of  industry  wherever  thefe 
outrages  prevail,  to  pass  laws  to  enable  his  Majesty,  and  those 
exercising  his  authority,  eflfectually  to  prevent  them,  if  possible, 
and  to  punish  those  guilty  of  exciting  them. 

6thly,  Because  it  appears  from  the  papers  laid  upon  the  table  of 
the  House  by  his  Majesty's  ministers,  that  the  Act  of  the  3rd 
William  IV,  cap.  4,  wherever  it  had  been  carried  into  execution, 
had  been  effectual  in  preventing  agitation ;  and,  in  a  great  degree, 
disturbance  and  outrage ;  and  in  bringing  to  trial  those  guilty  of 
such  offences:  that  witnesses  had  come  forward  to  give  their 
testimony  of  injuries  done  to  themselves  or  others :  that  magis- 
trates and  juries  had  performed  their  duties;  and  that  the  districts 
of  the  country  in  which  the  Act  had  been  enforced  were  beginning 
to  feel  the  effects  of  returning  tranquillity,  security,  and  happiness. 

7thly,  Because  it  is  obvious  that  the  Bill  now  under  consideration 
cannot  prevent  agitation  in  associations  in  large  towns ;  yet  it  is  to 
these  associations  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  attributes  the  system 
of  violence  and  outrage,  as  effect  to  cause ;  and  he  states  that  he 
cannot  separate  the  one  from  the  other  in  the  unbroken  chain  of 
indissoluble  connection  by  any  effort  of  his  understanding. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 
James  St.  Clair  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 
Algernon  Percy,  Lord  Frudhoe. 

James  Archibald  Stuart  Wortley  Mackenzie,  Lord  WharnolifE^. 
Bichard  Butler,  Earl  of  Glengall. 
Thomas  Hamilton,  Lord  Melros  (Earl  of  Haddington). 
John  George  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
Ernest,  Duke  of  Cumberland. 

Charles  William  Vane  Stewart,  Earl  Vane  (Marquis  of  London- 
derry). 
Henry  Charles  Somerset,  Duke  of  Beaufort. 
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Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  Falmouth. 

Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell. 

John  Colville,  Lord  Colville  of  Culross. 

Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    PeuBhurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
Nicholas  Vansittart,  Lord  Bexley. 
William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 
Henry  Bichard  Greville,  Earl  Brooke  and  Warwick. 
William  Forward  Howard,  Earl  of  Wioklow. 
James  Brownlow  William  Qascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 
Somerset  Lowry  Corry,  Earl  of  Belmore. 
Thomas  Egerton,  Earl  of  Wilton. 
John  Willmm  Montagu,  Earl  of  Sandwich. 


DCCII. 

August  1,  1834. 

A  Bill  was  introduced,  the  purpose  of  which  was  to  open  the 
Uniyersities  without  tests,  to  all  subjects.  On  the  second  reading  the 
Bill  was  thrown  out  by  187  to  85. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

Because  it  seems  to  me  unreasonable  to  confine  the  academical 
honours  of  a  national  University,  or  the  degrees  in  arts  and 
sciences  (unconnected  with  divinity)  conferred  thereby,  to  the 
members  of*  any  particular  Church;  and  it  appears  yet  more  un- 
wise and  unjust  to  bar  all  such  access  to  knowledge  (not  purely 
ecclesiastical  or  theological)  as  a  national  University  is  enabled 
to  afford,  against  those  who  cannot  conscientiously  assent  to  the 
numerous  propositions  contained  in  the  Thirty-nine  Articles.  Ex- 
cellence in  the  learned  and  liberal  professions  of  law  and  medicine 
in  no  degree  depends  upon  religious  belief;  and  Providence  not 
having  annexed  the  avowal  of  any  peculiar  tenets  in  religious 
matters  as  the  condition  of  attaining  human  knowledge,  I  can 
discover  no  motive  of  prudence  or  duty  which  should  induct 
human  authority  to  impose  any. 

Henry  Bichard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 

DCCIII. 

August  8,  183f4. 

The  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  4  and  5  William  TV,  chap.  76,  among 
other  changes,  put  the  charge  of  maintaining  an  illegitimate  child  on 

VOL.  III.  L 
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the  mother.    The  Bishop  of  Esceter  moved  the  omission  of  tMs  clause. 
His  motion  was  rejected  hy  93  to  82. 

On  this  the  following  protest  was  inserted* 

1st,  Because  the  parts  of  the  Bill  which  it  was  proposed  to 
reject,  impose  the  charge  of  maintaining'  every  bastard  child  on 
the  mother  alone ;  thus  laying  on  one  of  the  parents  the  whole  of 
a  burthen,  which  by  the  most  obvious  dictate  of  natural  justice, 
and  the  plainest  deduction  from  the  Law  of  God,  ought  to  be 
borne  equally,  or  in  proportion  to  their  several  ability  by  both. 

andly.  Because  the  burthen  thus  laid  on  the  mother,  in  a 
degree  far  beyond  her  power  to  bear,  will  ordinarily  place  and 
keep  her  in  permanent  and  absolute  dependence  on  parish  relief; 
and,  coupled  with  another  provision,  which  makes  any  man  who 
shall  marry  such  mother  liable  to  the  maintenance  of  her  child, 
can  hardly  fail  to  encourage  the  most  unbounded  licentiousness. 
For,  as  the  woman  is  thus  shut  out  from  all  prospect  of  marriage, 
and  as  both  she  and  her  spurious  progeny,  present  and  future, 
be  they  as  numerous  ds  they  niAy,  will  be  all  maintained  by  the 
parish,  without  Airther  shame,  suffering  or  inconvenience  to  her- 
self,— as,  in  short,  she  will  be  deprived  of  all  the  aids  to  virtue 
which  Providence  has  mercifully  given  in  temporal  objects  of 
fear  and  hope,  it  can  hardly  be  doubted  that  her  own  incontinence, 
and  the  absolute  impunity  held  out  to  every  man,  who,  after  she 
has  once  borne  a  child,  may  choose  to  offend  with  her,  will  make 
almost  every  such  woman  to  become  a  common  prostitute,  and 
every  workhouse,  of  which  such  women  are  inmates,  to  be  a 
common  receptacle  of  prostitutes,  from  which  they  will  carry  on 
their  vicious  courses,  with  little  or  no  effectual  restraint,  unless 
the  workhouse  itself  be  converted  into  a  gaol,  and  every  woman 
who  bears  a  bastard  child,  and  is  too  poor  to  maintain  it  without 
assistance,  be  consigned  to  lasting  imprisonment. 

3rdly,  Because  another  and  more  appalling  consequence  may 
be  expected  to  ensue,  in  the  case  of  those  unhappy  women  who, 
after  their  fall  from  chastity,  still  retain  some  perverted  feelings 
of  honour,  which  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  too  likely  to  place 
in  conflict  with  the  best  instinct  of  their  nature ;  tempting  them 
to  the  destruction  or  the*  abandonment  of  the  wretched  infants, 
whose  lives  cannot  be  sustained  without  subjecting  their  mothers 
to  so  much  of  lengthened  misery  and  degradation. 
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4thly,  Because,  while  such  is  the  injustice,  and  such  the  frightful 
tendency  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  as  they  affect  women,  its 
probable  effects  on  men  are  scarcely  less  to  be  deprecated.  Prom 
men  in  humble  life  the  Bill  removes  one  of  the  most  powerful 
checks  on  their  licentious  appetites  which  Providence  has  imposed, 
in  the  cost  and  burthen  consequent  on  the  indulgence  of  them ; 
thus  opposing  itself  to  God's  holy  institution  for  the  continuance 
of  the  species  by  lawful  wedlock.  It  does  more  ;  it  directly  tends 
to  harden  the  hearts  of  men,  to  aggravate  their  natural  selfishness, 
to  pervert  and  corrupt  their  moral  sensibility,  to  make  them  deem 
themselves  released  by  Act  of  Parliament  from  one  of  the  first 
and  most  obvious  duties  which  the  laws  of  nature,  in  other  words, 
the  laws  of  God,  impose ;  a  duty  which  must  endure  so  long  as 
the  relation  of  parent  and  child  shall  subsist;  a  duty  which  no 
man,  who  deserves  the  name  of  man,  has  ever  yet  dared  to  set 
at  nought. 

5thly  and  lastly.  Because  a  law  which  professes  on  the  very 

lace  of  it  to  bear  so  unequally  on  two  parties,  whose  moral  guilt 

must  be  deemed  equal ;  imposing  its  burthen  with  exclusive  and 

extreme  severity  on  the  more  helpless,  leaving  the  stronger  and 

the  abler  absolutely  untouched  (even  by  the  provisions  subsequently 

introduced)  so  long  as  the  weaker  party  is  capable  of  bearing 

any  thing,  and  then  interfering,  not  on  the  principle  of  equal 

justice,  but  solely  to  indemnify  the  parish  for  any  excess  of  charge, 

which  the  exhaustion  of  the  mother  may  make  it  impossible  to 

wring  from  her.     Because  such  a  law  cannot  carry  with  it,  that 

which  is  indispensable  in  all  wholesome  legislation,  the  sanction 

of  public  opinion;    but,  proceeding  on  the  unchristian  principle 

of  doing  evil  that  good  may  come,  must,  like  every  other  such 

attempt,  fail  of  the  end  proposed,  with  this  unhappy  aggravation 

of  the  failure,  that  it  tends  to  shake  the  confidence  of  the  people 

in  the  justice  and  righteousness  of  the  laws  in  general,  and  to 

impair  their  respect  for  that  Legislature  which  shall  have  ventured 

to  enact  it. 

Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshurst     (Viscount 

Strangford). 
Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  Falmouth. 
John  BoUe,  Lord  BoUe. 
Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell. 

L  2 
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DCCIV. 

August  8,  1834. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
Act. 

1st,  Because  this  Bill  is  unjust  and  cruel  to  the  poor;  it 
imprisons  in  workhouses  for  not  working  those  who  cannot  pro- 
cure employment,  and  others  for  not  maintaining  their  £unilies 
who  cannot  bj  the  hardest  labour  obtain  wsiges  sufficient  to  pro- 
vide necessaries  for  their  wives  and  children,  although  the  want 
of  employment  and  the  low  rate  of  wages  has  been  occasioned 
by  the  impolicy  and  negligence  of  the  Government. 

2ndly,  Because  the  preseut  rate  of  wages,  insufficient  as  it  is, 
cannot  be  sustained,  or  employment  found  for  the  poor,  or  their 
condition  materially  improved,  without  ameliorating  the  condition 
of  the  Irish  poor. 

3rdly,  Because  we  think  that  no  necessity  or  sufficient  expe- 
diency has  been  established  to  justify  the  withdrawing  of  the 
power  of  executing  the  Poor  Laws  from  the  local  authorities,  and 
transferring  them  to  a  board  so  constituted  as  proposed  by  the 
Bill,  and  possessing  the  arbitrary  powers  conferred  on  three 
commissioners  appointed  and  removeable  by  the  Crown. 

4thly,  Because  we  think  the  system  suggested  in  the  Bill  of 
consolidating  inmiensely  extensive  unions  of  parishes,  and  establish- 
ing workhouses,  necessarily  at  great  distances  from  many  parishes, 
and  thereby  dividing  families  and  removing  children  from  their 
parents  merely  because  they  are  poor,  will  be  found  justly  abhor- 
rent to  the  best  feelings  of  the  general  population  of  the  country ; 
and  especially,  inasmuch  as  it  introduces  the  children  of  the 
agricultural  poor  to  town  poor-houses,  it  will  conduce  greatly 
to  the  contamination  of  their  moral  principles,  and  be  calculated 
to  prevent  their  obtaining  in  youth  those  habits  of  industry  most 
likely  to  be  beneficial  to  them  in  after  life. 

5thly,  Because  the  alteration  of  the  law  of  settlement  is  calculated 
to  operate  unjustly,  and  to  lead  to  still  more  extensive  removals, 
and  more  intricate  law  suits,  than  the  law  as  at  present  existing. 

6thly,  Because  the  alterations  made  in  the  bastardy  laws  are 
inconsistent  with   the  principles  of  Christianity   on    which   the 
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Parliament  of  the  United  Empire  has  always  professed  to  proceed, 
since^  both  parents  being  equally  bound  by  those  principles  to 
maintain  their  oflfspring,  the  father,  being  more  able  to  contribute 
to  that  maintenance  than  the  mother,  ought  to  pay  more  largely  ; 
whereas  by  this  Bill  he  is  all  but  exonerated  from  any  such 
obligation. 

7thl7^  Because  we  consider  that  nearly  all,  if  not  all,  the  evils 
which  may  have  existed  in  the  administration  of  the  present 
laws,  might  have  been  corrected  by  a  short  Act  securing  the  due 
administration  of  the  Poor  Laws,  imder  the  control  of  the  existing 
magisterial  and  other  local  authorities. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter,  for  the  fourth  and  sixth 

reasons. 
Charles  Marsham,  Earl  of  Bomney. 

John  Rolle,  Lord  Rolle,  for  the  fourth  and  sixth  reasons. 
"William  Draper  Best,  Lord  "Wynford. 
Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell. 
Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord     Fenshiu^Bt     (Viscount 

Strangford),  for  the  first  and  sixth  reasons. 
Henry  Fraocis  Roper  Curzon,  Lord  Teynham. 


DCCV. 

AXTGTTST  13,  1834. 

Tte  draught  of  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Bill,  as  amended  by  the 
Lords,  enabled  the  commissioners  created  under  the  Act  to  deal  with 
the  case  of  paupers  in  workhouses,  who  might  have  scruples  about 
religions  worship  according  to  the  Church  of  England.  This  clause 
was  struck  out  in  the  Commons  for  reasons  alleged  at  a  conference, 
and  the  Lords  agreed  to  the  omission.  The  following  protest  was 
iDserted  by  Lord  Brougham. 

Because  there  can  be  no  necessity  for  a  provision  against  such 
extreme  folly,  and  such  unjustifiable  oppression,  as  the  compelling 
paupers  to  attend  the  service  of  a  Church  which  they  dissent  from, 
and  preventing  the  resort  to  them  of  their  own  pastors;  and, 
at  all  events,  there  seems  just  the  same  reason  for  prohibiting 
other  kinds  of  oppression,  such  as  denying  access  to  the  pauper's 
relatives  or  lay  spiritual  advisers  on  his  death-bed,  and  yet  no 
provision  of  this  sort  has  been  judged  necessary. 

The  whole  clause  is  founded  upon  distrust  of  the  commi6sioners> 
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whom  it  supposes  capable^  if  not  prohibited,  of  feuning  rules  in 
a  spirit  of  persecution  unknown  at  the  present  time,  and  whom 
it  presumes  imwilling  to  secure  by  fit  regulations  the  access  of 
spiritual  instructors  to  members  of  the  Established  Church  as 
well  as  dissenters. 

This  distrust  of  the  commissioners  upon  such  a  matter  is  wholly 
at  variance  with  all  those  provisions  of  the  Bill  which  clothe 
them  with  the  largest  discretionary  powers;  and  if  they  are  to 
be  the  objects  of  suspicion  in  this  respect,  it  is  impossible  safely 
to  grant  them  any  authority  in  any  matter  whatever  requiring  the 
exercise  of  a  sound  discretion. 

But  it  is  further  to  be  observed,  that  the  clause,  far  from 
accomplishing  its  own  manifest  purpose,  is  so  contrived  as  to 
defeat  it,  for  the  access  of  licensed  ministers  alone  is  directed, 
and  it  is  not  known  that  there  are  any  persons,  either  of  the 
Established  Church  or  among  the  dissenters,  excepting  one  class, 
namely  licensed  curates  and  lecturers,  who  answer  this  description. 
The  rectors  and  vicars  and  perpetual  curates  of  the  Established 
Church,  the  Catholic  priests,  and  all  the  ministers  of  the  various 
sects  of  Protestant  Dissenters,  as  well  as  all  the  teachers  of  the 
Methodists,  are  thus  left  out  of  the  right  of  access  given  by 
the  clause ;  but  if  their  omission  should  be  considered  as  intimating 
the  intention  of  the  Legislature  to  exclude  them,  then  it  would 
follow  that  neither  Boman  Catholics  nor  Protestant  Dissenters  of 
any  class,  nor  Methodists  of  any  description,  could  receive  any 
spiritual  aid  from  their  own  .pastors  ;  while  even  members  of  the 
Established  Church  could  only  receive  the  spiritual  assistance  of 
licensed  curates  or  lecturers.  It  is  indeed  to  be  hoped  that  such 
a  construction  will  be  avoided,  if  possible;  but  it  can  only  be 
escaped  by  the  assistance  of  the  commissioners,  who,  were  they 
in  the  least  degree  actuated  by  the  spirit  against  which  the  clause 
was  intended  to  provide,  would  inevitably  act  upon  the  plain  and 
literal  meaning  of  its  words,  and  shelter  themselves  behind  these 
words  against  all  blame  for  excluding  almost  all  religious  con- 
solation from  workhouses,  so  that  the  only  defence  which  is  afforded 
to  the  parties  for  whose  protection  the  clause  was  framed,  against 
being  persecuted  by  force  of  that  clause  itself,  must  be  found  in 
the  firmness  and  discretion  of  the  commissioners  being  exerted  to 
mitigate  its  rigour  by  construction ;    that  is  to  say,  the  clause 
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would  defeat  itself^  and  oppress  the  objects  of  its  favour^  but  for 
those  commi^oners,  the  distrust  of  whom  was  the  only  motive 
for  introducing  it. 

It  is  further  to  be  remarked,  that  if  the  clause  has  any  effect 
at  all  from  such  a  literal  construction  being  adopted,  it  empowers 
the  inmates  of  workhouses^  at  their  own  request,  to  have  whatever 
persons  may  be  deemed  licensed  ministers  of  their  own  persuasion 
admitted  to  them  at  all  hours  of  every  day  in  the  week ;  a  degree 
of  liberty  extremely  liable  to  abuse^  and  wholly  subversive  of  all 
die  discipline  necessary  to  such  establishments. 

Lastly,  It  appears  eminently  indiscreet  to  mix  up  with  the 
present  measure  any  questions  leading  to  the  excitement  of  religious 
controversy,  and  almost  obliging  the  commissioners  to  take  a 
part  fn  snch  contentions. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vauz  (Lord  Chan* 
ceDor). 

DCCVI. 

February  24,  1885. 

In  November  1835  Lord  Melbourne's  ministry  went  out  of  office,  and 
that  of  Sir  IU>bert  Peel  was  substituted.  At  the  meeting  of  the  House, 
Sir  Charles  Sutton,  the  former  Speaker,  was  displaced  by  Mr.  Aber- 
cromby,  who  had  316  votes  to  310,  on  the  19th  of  February.  The  King's 
Speech  was  read  on  the  24th,  and  Lord  Melbourne  moved  an  addition  to 
the  Address,  *That  we  acknowledge  with  grateful  recollection  that  the 
Act  for  amending  the  Representation  of  the  People  was  submitted  to 
Parliament  with  your  Majesty's  sanction,  and  carried  into  law  by  your 
Majesty's  assent :  That,  confidently  expecting  to  derive  further  advan- 
tages from  that  wise  and  necessary  measure,  we  trust  that  your  Majesty's 
councils  will  be  directed  in  the  spirit  of  well-considered  and  effective 
reform  ;  and  that  the  liberal  and  comprehensive  policy  which  restored 
to  the  people  the  right  of  choosing  their  representatives,  and  which  pro- 
vided for  ihe  emancipation  of  all  persons  held  in  slavery  in  your  Majest/s 
colonies  and  possessions  abroad,  will,  with  the  same  enlarged  view,  place 
without  delay  our  municipal  corporations  under  vigilant  popular  control, 
remove  all  the  well-founded  grievances  of  the  Protestant  dissenters,  and 
correct  those  abuses  in  the  Church  which  impair  its  efficiency  in  England, 
disturb  the  peace  of  society  in  Ireland,  and  lower  the  character  of  the 
Establishment  in  both  countries.  That  we  beg  leave  submissively  to  add, 
that  we  cannot  but  lament  that  the  progress  of  these  reforms  should  have 
heen  intermpted  and  endangered  by  the  dissolution  of  a  Parliament 
earnestly  intent  upon  the  vigorous  prosecution  of  measures  to  which  the 
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wishes  of  the  people  were  most  anxiously  and  justly  directed.*     This  was 
negatived  without  a  division,  and  the  following  protest  inserted. 

ist,  Because  it  is  essential  to  the  dignity  and  security  of  the 
Throne  and  the  welfare  and  peace  of  the  Empire  that  the  people 
should  have  well-grounded  cause  to  rely  upon  the  wisdom,  consis- 
tency, and  stability  of  the  Government. 

^ndly,  Because  the  nation  has  been  justly  disappointed  and 
alarmed  by  the  ominous  dismissal  of  his  Majesty's  late  ministers  at 
a  period  of  profound  tranquillity,  and  by  the  unconstitutional  as* 
sumption  of  several  of  the  highest  offices  of  the  Crown  by  a  military 
nobleman  who  had  long  since  admitted  his  own  unfitness  to  act  as 
the  head  of  the  civil  government  of  the  country. 

3rdly,  Because  those  who  have  since  been  induced  to  join  that 
nobleman  in  the  formation  of  the  ministry,  as  now  composed,  are 
men  whose  political  principles  are  held  in  just  reprobation  by  the 
most  numerous  and  the  most  intelligent  classes  of  the  community. 

4thly,  Because  the  ministers  to  whom  the  destinies  of  the  British 
Empire  are  now  committed  are  the  remnants  or  successors  of  that 
class  of  statesmen  who  forty  years  ago  and  subsequently,  by  their 
sinister  policy  abroad  and  at  home^  involved  the  nations  of  Europe 
in  a  destructive  general  war^  and  repressed^  as  far  as  in  them  lay, 
the  domestic  growth  of  liberal  opinions,  and  who,  at  the  termina- 
tion of  that  war,  waged  on  their  part,  and  prosecuted,  at  a  ruinous 
expence,  against  the  liberties  of  their  neighbours,  brought  discredit 
on  the  name  of  England,  by  sanctioning  the  transfer  of  many 
states  entitled  to  independence  to  the  sway  of  hostile  and  despotic 
powers,  by  permitting  the  bravest  amongst  the  marshals  of  France 
to  be  execute  under  an  unjust  and  unnecessary  sentence,  and  by 
consigning  the  greatest  man  of  the  age  to  exile  and  death  on  the 
miserable  rock  of  St.  Helena. 

5thly,  Because  those  ministers  have,  in  the  spirit  of  their  prede- 
cessors, uniformly  resisted  all  measures  of  reform  in  our  political 
institutions,  so  long  as  such  resistance  was  found  to  be  availing ; 
and  because  they  still  hold  and  openly  profess  doctrines  of  govern- 
ment, in  relation  to  pending  questions  of  deep  public  interest, 
which  render  it  impossible  that  they  can  obtain  the  confidence  and 
cordial  support  of  the  British  people,  expressing  their  sentiments 
through  a  reformed  House  of  Commons. 

6th\y,   Because  the  abrupt   re-accession  of  those  ministers   to 
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power  has  occasioned  peculiar  and  well-founded  disquiet  and  dis- 
content in  the  minds  of  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
who,  reverting  to  the  scenes  through  which  they  passed  under  the 
rule  of  the  political  predecessors  of  those  ministers,  and  justly 
alarmed  at  the  exclusive  spirit  already  manifested  by  the  local 
government  of  Ireland,  are  impressed  with  fearful  apprehensions, 
that  so  long  as  that  government^  as  now  constituted  and  advised, 
shall  last,  the  Irish  people  will  have  to  maintain  a  renewed  struggle 
against  the  domination  of  a  faction  ;  and  that  the  persecuting 
efforts  of  that  faction  will  be  to  re-establish  for  itself  a  hateful 
political  ascendancy,  to  check  the  spread  of  popular  education  upon 
a  sound  and  practicable  system,  to  repress  the  urgently  required 
reforms  in  the  municipal  corporations  of  Ireland,  and  impede  the 
speedy  settlement  of  those  questions  relating  to  the  Established 
Church,  which,  remaining  unadjusted,  prove  a  constant  source  of 
animosity  and  contention^  and  have  already  produced  many  dreadful 
sacrifices  of  human  life. 

Valentine  Browne  Lawless,  Lord  Cloncurry. 


DCCVIL 

August  8,  1885. 

Peel's  administration  was  dissolved  on  the  8th  of  April,  In  consequence 
of  an  adverse  vote  of  the  7  th  of  April,  oq  the  disposal  of  the  surplus  fund 
of  the  Irish  Establishment,  and  Lord  Melbourne  was  reinstated  in  office. 
The  new  ministry  set  to  work  on  a  Corporation  Eeform  Bill,  the  Crown 
having  appointed  certain  Commissioners  to  report  on  the  subject.  Doubts 
were  entertained  as  to  the  legality  of  the  powers  conferred  on  the  Com- 
missioners. When  the  Bill  reached  Committee,  Lord  Carnarvon  moved 
that  *  evidence  be  taken  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  in  support  of  the  allega- 
tions of  the  several  Petitions,  praying  to  be  heard  against  the  Bill,  before 
the  House  be  put  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  on  the  said  Bill/ 
After  a  long  debate  the  Amendment  was  carried  by  124  to  54.  The 
foUowing  protest  was  inserted  by  Lord  Winchilsea  and  the  Duke  of  New- 
castle, though  neither  of  these  Peers  voted  for  or  against  heariug  evidence, 
their  hostility  being  against  the  Commission  and  the  Bill. 

ist^  Because  the  Commission  under  which  the  Commissioners 
for  inquiring  into  Municipal  Corporations  have  acted  is  perfectly 
illegal  and  unconstitutional,  the  Constitution  of  this  country  re- 
cognising no  such  arbitrary  power  as  that  which  has  been  claimed 
by  the  Crown  of  issuing  a  Commission  without  the  consent  of  the 
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Houses  of  Parliament^  deeply  affecting  the  hereditary  rights,  privi- 
leges^ and  properties  belonging  to  the  municipal  borough  towns 
included  in  the  Report  made  by  the  said  Commissioners. 

andly,  Because  that,  by  acknowledging  such  a  principle  by  hearing 
evidence,  this  House  will  establish  a  precedent  of  a  most  dangerous 
character,  which  vrill  endanger  the  security,  not  only  of  all  existing 
hereditary  rights  and  privileges,  but  of  every  species  of  property, 
whether  of  a  public  or  private  character,  existing  in  this  country. 

3rdly,  Because  that,  however  specious  the  title  of  this  Bill  may 
appear,  it  is  evident  to  every  mind  unprejudiced  by  party  feeling, 
that  the  object  which  it  is  intended  to  accomplish  is  the  furtherance 
of  that  democratic  spirit  which  is  at  present  afloat  in  this  country^ 
and  which  is  aiming  at  the  total  subversion  of  all  the  civil  and 
religious  institutions  of  the  British  Empire. 

George    William    Finch    Katton,    Earl    of   Winohilsea    and 

Nottingham. 
Henry  Pelbam  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 


DCCVIII. 

August  8,  1835. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  hearing  counsel  in  support 
of  Petitions  against  the  Municipal  Corporations  Bill.  The  Bill  finally 
became  5  and  6  William  IV,  cap.  76. 

1st,  Because  we  consider  the  provisions  of  this  BMl,  which  is 
neither  a  Private  Bill  nor  a  Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties,  but  one  of 
a  general  and  remedial  nature,  as  not  affording  any  reason  for  the 
admission  of  evidence  that  would  not  have  applied  equally  to  a 
g^eat  number  of  other  legislative  measures  which  have  been  passed 
through  both  Houses  of  Parliament  without  the  proposition  of  such 
an  examination  of  witnesses  ever  having  been  made. 

2ndly,  Because  evidence  has  been  tendered  and  refused  by  this 
House  in  former  cases  where  individual  interests  of  property  were 
at  least  equally  involved. 

3rdly,  Because  the  evidence  tendered  in  this  instance  was  all 
for  the  purpose  of  proving  factfl  which  are  not  necessarily  in  issue 
between  those  who  support  and  those  who  oppose  the  passing  of 
this  Bill — facts  all  of  which  may  be  admitted  to  be  true  without 
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the  least  impeachment  of  the  principle  of  the  measure  or  any  of  its 
details. 

4thly,  Because  the  main  ground  of  complaint^  and  the  chief  reason 
jxTged  for  receiving  evidence^  is  not  any  objection  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  but  an  objection  to  one  part  of  its  preamble  which 
might  be  entirely  omitted  without  any  prejudice  to  the  Bill. 

5thly,  Because  the  evidence  tendered  relates  almost  exclusively  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Commissioners  appointed  to  enquire  into  the 
state  of  Municipal  Corporations,  and  the  Report  of  those  Commis- 
sioners ;  whereas  their  conduct  forms  no  part  of  the  question  raised 
by  the  Bill  now  brought  before  the  House,  and  the  Report  is  no 
necessary  part  of  that  measure. 

6thly,  Because,  if  evidence  is  to  be  received,  upon  the  ground  that 
certain  parties  conceive  themselves  aggrieved  by  a  certain  Report, 
or  by  the  conduct  of  certain  Commissioners,  and  not  in  proof  of 
any  injury  apprehended  from  a  measure  before  the  House,  there  is 
no  reason  why  evidence  should  not  be  received  to  rebut  the  matters 
contained  in  any  Report  or  any  Other  document  laid  upon  the  table 
of  this  House,  and  proceeding  from  any  quarter  whatever,  even  if  no 
leg^Iative  measure  should  have  been  grounded  thereupon,  nor  any 
proceeding  of  the  House  proposed  to  be  adopted  in  connexion 
therewith. 

7thly,  Because  the  admission  of  evidence,  beside  establishing  a 
precedent  for  an  indulgence  which  tends  directly  to  impede  our 
legislative  functions,  must  in  this  instance  consume  the  time  of  the 
House,  without  giving  any  material  assistance  to  the  discussion  of 
the  subject,  while  it  places  in  jeopardy  the  passing  of  a  Bill  called 
for  by  every  consideration  of  sound  policy,  and  by  a  due  regard  to 
the  rights  of  the  people. 

8thly,  Because  when  we  assented  to  the  application  for  hearing 
the  case  argued  by  counsel,  we  did  so,  protesting  against  its  being 
either  necessary  or  justifiable,  but  in  order  to  remove  all  possible 
ground  of  complaint,  and  in  the  firm  belief  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  House  to  confine  the  proceeding  at  the  Bar  to  hearing  the 
arguments  of  two  counsel. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 
William  Henry  Vane,    Duke  of  Cleveland. 
Henry  lUchard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 
Henry  Tufton,  Earl  of  Thanet. 
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Henry  Francis  Roper  Curzon,  Lord  Teynham. 

Ulick  John  de  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde), 

excepting  the  eighth  reason. 
John  William  Ponsonhy,  Lord  Dimoannon. 
Thomas  William  Anson,  Earl  of  Liohfleld. 
William  Conyngham  Plunket,  Lord  Flunket. 
William  Charles  Keppel,  Earl  of  Albemarle. 
Qeorge  Eden,  Lord  Auckland. 

William  Lamb,  Lord  Melbourne  (Viscount  Melbourne). 
George  Byng,  Viscount  Torrington. 
Gilbert  Eliot  Murray  Kynynmound,  Earl  of  Minto. 
Henry  Fitzmaurice  Petty,  Marquis  of  Lansdowne. 
William  Douglas,  Lord  Solway  (Marquis  of  Queensberry^). 


DCCIX. 

August  11,  1835. 

A  Bill  was  brought  in  by  Lord  Clanricarde  to  repeal  19  George  II, 
cap.  1 3  (Irish  Statutes),  which  made  void  all  marriages  celebrated  by  any 
Popish  priest  between  Protestant  and  Papist.  Lord  Clanricarde  pointed 
out  the  indecencies  and  injustice  inflicted  by  the  working  of  the  Act. 
The  motion  for  reading  the  Bill  that  day  six  months  was  moved  by  Lord 
Carbery,  and  supported  by  Lord  Limerick  and  others.  See  Hansard, 
Third  Series,  vol.  xxx,  p.  243.     The  motion  was  carried  by  42  to  26. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because  the  Act  proposed  to  be  repealed  forms  the  remains 
of  the  Penal  Laws,  the  greatest  disgrace  to  the  Statute  Book  of 
England,  is  marked  in  a  peculiar  degree  with  the  reckless  disregard 
of  all  justice  and  all  humanity  which  distinguish  that  code,  and 
exhibits,  beyond  even  the  ordinary  measure  incident  to  its  provi- 
sions, that  inconsistency  and  relf-repugnance  by  which  the  system 
seemed  destined  to  prove,  that  attempts  to  outrage  all  the  feelings 
of  the  heart  naturally  do  the  like  violence  to  all  the  powers  of  the 
understanding. 

andly,  Because,  under  pretence  of  prohibiting  Romish  priests  from 
marrying  Protestants,  it  makes  the  contract  void  which  may  have 
been  entered  into  by  parties,  one  of  whom  really  was  and  the  other 
pretended  to  be  a  Catholic  for  the  purposes  of  deception,  thereby 
enabling  any  one  to  seduce  an  unsuspecting  woman^  under  the 
colour  of  a  marriage  which  he  may  at  any  moment  annuls  casting 

^  Lord  Solway  is   entered    thus   on   the   KoU.      He   signs   himself,   irregularly 
Queensberry. 
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the  supposed  wife  upon  society  with  the  character  of  a  prostitute, 
and  with  bastardy  for  the  portion  of  her  children. 

3rdly,  Because  even  where  no  fraud  is  practised  or  designed 
the  difficulty  is  oftentimes  extreme,  frequently  insurmountable,  of 
shewing  that  a  person  deceased^  under  whose  marriage  any  party 
claims  to  be  legitimate,  had  become  a  Catholic  at  the  period  of 
such  marriage,  while  his  having  done  any  act  as  a  Protestant 
within  twelve  months  before  would  throw  the  burthen  of  proving 
his  conversion  upon  the  children. 

4thly,  Because  the  suggestion  that  this  cruel  law,  the  source  of 
boundless  misery  to  innocent  persons,  and  the  cloak  for  the  most 
cold-blooded  frauds^  has  any  tendency  to  prevent  clandestine  mar- 
riages, is  wholly  devoid  of  foundation,  inasmuch  as  it  only  assumes 
to  affect  Protestant  marriages,  and  inasmuch  as  those  can  with 
equal  if  not  greater  facility  be  performed  and  are  in  fact  clandes- 
tinely performed  every  day,  and  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  by 
Protestant  clergymen,  under  the  full  sanction  of  the  law. 

5thly,  Because  even  if  it  were  proved  that  the  numbers  of  clan- 
destine marriages  are  diminished  by  the  Act,  which  they  are  not, 
there  can  be  no  kind  of  comparison  between  the  mischiefs  of  such 
anions  and  the  intolerable  cruelties  and  frauds  to  which  this 
iniquitous  provision  gives  rise,  by  offering  the  constant  means  of 
perpetrating  them  with  absolute  impunity,  the  wrong-doers  in 
all  cases  escaping,  the  innocent  alone  being  the  victims  of  the 
penalty. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 

Ulick  John  de  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Glanricarde). 


DCCX,   DCCXI. 

August  12,  1835. 

The  Municipal  Corporations  Act  was  put  into  Committee  on  this  day, 
and  the  following  protests  were  inserted. 

1st,  Because,  that  Parliament  can  or  ought  to  have  no  power 
which  is  not  founded  in  wisdom,  justice  and  equity. 

andly.  Because,  that  corporations  hold  by  prescription  and  by 
royal  charter,  which  give  as  good  a  title,  and  confirm  to  them  the 
possession  of  their  rights,  privileges  and  property  by  -a  guarantee  as 
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secure  and  binding  as  that  by  which  any  individual  British  subject 
whatsoever  claims  to  enjoy  his  possessions,  whatever  they  may  be. 

3rdly,  Because,  that  the  King  alone  is  by  law  constituted  visitor 
of  corporations,  and  has  the  right  to  enquire  into  and  redress  any 
delinquencies,  through  his  Majesty's  Court  of  King's  Bench  or 
other  Courts,  and  therefore  that  the  irregular  interference  of 
Parliament  is  a  fearful  assumption  of  power,  and  a  perilous  inroad 
upon  the  royal  prerogative. 

4thly,  Because,  that  the  Bill,  called,  *  An  Act  to  provide  for  the 
Begulation  of  Municipal  Corporations  in  England  and  Wales,'  is 
in  fiict  a  Bill  of  pains  and  penalties  founded  upon  the  report  of  an 
illegal  commission. 

5thly,  Because,  that  the  House  of  Lords  in  its  judicial  capacity 
cannot  go  into  the  allegations  of  such  a  Bill  until  sufficient  ground 
for  doing  so  be  proved  by  evidence  at  the  Bar. 

6thly,  Because^  that  therefore  no  step  ought  to  have  been  taken^ 
nor  the  Bill  pass  through  any  of  the  usual  stages^  until  such 
evidence  had  been  heard,  and  the  charges  substantiated. 

7thly,  Because,  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  as  well  as  the  Bill 
itself,  is  opposed  to  all  constitutional  justice  and  political  wisdom, 
and  may  fairly  be  suspected  by  a  sacrifice  of  the  defenceless 
corporations  to  be  intended  to  commence  the  overthrow  of  our 
civil,  ecclesiastical  and  all  other  ancient  and  cherished  national 
institutions. 

For  these  reasons  we  emphatically  protest  against  the  Bill  going 
into  Committee  or  passing  into  a  law. 

Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Kewoastle. 

Francis  Charles  Seymour  Conway,  Marquis  of  Hertford. 

G^eo^ge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

Ceorge  Irby,  Lord  Boston. 

1st,  Because  the  conmiission  of  municipal  inquiry  has  been 
declared  by  most  eminent  legal  authorities  to  be  unconstitutional 
and  illegal;  this  opinion  being  confirmed  by  the  fact  that  the 
ministers  of  the  Crown  and  authors  of  this  Bill  have  not^  in  cases 
where  the  powers  of  the  said  commission  were  resisted^  attempted 
to  enforce  them. 

2ndly,  Because,  had  the  commission  been  legal,  the  twenty 
commissioners  appointed  were,  almost  without  exception,  a  packed 
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body  of  known  partizans,  most  of  them  so  biassed  against  the 
subjects  of  their  inquisition  as  to  render  them  wholly  unfit  to 
conduct  it  with  fairness  and  impartiality. 

3rdly,  Because,  had  the  commission  been  legale  and  the 
Commissioners  been  appointed  with  a  due  regard  to  fitness  for 
their  ofiices,  or  to  any  principle  of  equity,  their  report  has  been 
proved,  by  evidence  upon  oath  at  the  Bar  of  this  House,  to  be 
replete  with  exaggerated  trifles,  or  perverted  facts  as  to  the  past, 
calculated  to  afibrd  an  unjust  and  untrue  account  of  the  present 
state  of  corporate  municipalities,  which  it  was  the  professed  object 
of  the  commission  fairly  to  set  forth. 

4tbly,  Because  this  BiU,  illegal,  unconstitutional  and  despotic 
as  it  is  in  its  origin,  principle,  and  details,  can  alone  have  been, 
and  has  in  fact  been,  founded  upon  the  said  Commissioners'  Report, 
and  not  only  have  the  charges  contained  in  that  Report  been 
disproved,  but  the  general  efficiency  of  the  municipal  bodies 
has  been  satisfactorily  established ;  therefore  this  House  ought 
not  to  proceed  farther  with  the  said  Bill,  of  which  the  preamble 
sets  forth  abuses  and  inefficiency  as  the  chief  ground  for  the  whole 
of  its  contents. 

Edward  Boscawen,  Earl  of  Falmouth. 

For  the  first,  third,  and  fourth  reasons, 
Qeorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

DCCXII. 

August  28,  1835. 

The  third  reading  of  the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  was  taken  this 
day.     It  was  opposed,  but  carried  by  69  to  5. 
The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  we  view  with  the  deepest  jealousy  and  alarm  the 
unconstitutional  power  which  by  the  advice  of  the  ministers  has 
been  claimed  by  the  Crown  (and  which  has  never  before  been 
conceded  to  it)  of  issuing  a  commission  of  an  inquisitorial  character 
such  as  that  which  stamps  the  commission  on  which  this  Bill  has 
been  founded. 

andly.  Because,  as  the  constitution  of  this  country  consists  of 
King,  Lords  and  Commons,  we  will  maintain  inviolate  that  sound 
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constitutional  doctrine  (regarding  its  maintenance  as  the  best 
security  for  our  national  rights,  privileges,  and  liberties)  that  no 
commission  conveying  such  powers  as  are  contained  in  that  now 
referred  to  can  properly  proceed  from  any  one  power  in  the  State, 
but  should  rest  on  no  less  authority  than  the  concurrence  and 
approbation  of  the  other  two  remaining  branches  of  the  Legislature. 

George    "William    Finch    Hatton,    Earl    of   Winohilsea   and 

Nottingham. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 


DCCXIII. 

August  28,  1835. 

The  following  protest  refers  to  the  numerous  alterations  made  in  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Bill,  during  its  passage  through  Committee.  The 
debates  on  this  subject  are  to  be  found  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xxx. 

1st,  Because  the  amendments  to  the  Bill  alter  its  whole  struc- 
ture, are  altogether  inconsistent  with  its  principles,  and  while  they 
impair  its  efficiency  to  any  good  purpose  present  it  to  the  view 
of  the  country  in  a  light  still  more  unfavourable  than  even  the 
measure  thus  altered  may  in  itself  deserve  to  be  regarded. 

andly,  Because  the  alleged  preservation  of  the  rights  of  freemen 
within  the  corporations  is  founded  upon  an  entire  misapprehension 
of  the  nature  of  corporations,  and  of  the  title  by  which  they  hold 
property,  it  being  a  principle  wholly  undeniable,  that  whatever 
property  is  held  by  any  corporate  body  belongs  to  that  body,  under 
whatever  form  and  vnth  whatever  modifications  the  Legislature 
may  be  pleased  to  impress  upon  it ;  and  that  all  corporations,  as 
well  ecclesiastical  as  lay,  only  have  a  title  to  the  property  which 
they  possess  upon  the  ground  of  the  corporation  continuing  iden- 
tically the  same  after  its  formation  has  been  changed  by  law. 

3rdly,  Because  the  continuing  of  the  parliamentary  franchise  to 
the  freemen,  or  those  who  would  have  been  entitled  to  become 
freemen  but  for  this  Bill,  is  a  perpetuation  of  the  very  worst 
evils  of  the  representative  system,  the  freemen  being  the  class  of 
voters  among  whom  all  the  evils  of  bribery  and  corruption  have 
been  in  all  cases  found  most  extensively  to  prevail. 

4thly,  Because  the  qualification  adopted  of  the  sixth  part  of  the 
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rste-payers^  those  who  pay  the  largest  amount  of  rates^  is  contrary 
to  the  whole  principles  of  our  free  Constitution,  establishing  for  the 
first  time  as  a  rule  that  the  political  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
State  shall  belong  only  to  those  who  have  more  money  than  their 
fellow  citizens ;  not  affixing,  as  our  older  laws  have  done,  a  certain 
amount  of  wealth  as  the  test  of  the  right  to  mingle  in  public 
affiEurSy  but  excluding  all  therefrom  except  the  richest  class ;  so 
that  not  merely  rich  persons,  or  persons  in  easy  circumstances,  are 
henceforth  to  be  deemed  eligible  to  office,  but  the  richest,  the 
persons  who  excel  their  fellow  citizens  in  wealth,  are  declared  to 
be  alone  capable  of  administering  the  municipal  concerns ;  a 
principle  absurd  in  itself,  and  oppressive,  and  fraught  with  the 
mischiefs  ofl  oligarchy  in  its  worst  and  most  offensive  form, — ^the 
oligarchy  of  mere  property,  without  any  other  quaUfication  or 
modification  whatever. 

5thly,  Because  the  introduction  of  this  novel  and  pernicious 
principle  is  rendered  still  more  absurd  by  the  alternative  which 
is  added,  allowing  any  person,  in  some  boroughs  of  i€^iooo^  in 
others  of  ^^500  worth  of  property,  to  be  eligible,  inasmuch  as  this 
wholly  defeats  the  only  purpose  with  which  the  new  principle 
objected  to  is  adopted ;  so  that  the  provision,  taken  altogether,  is 
wholly  inoperative  to  prevent  fraudulent  and  fictitious  qualifica- 
tions, the  sole  ground  of  intruding  the  new  principle,  while  it 
sanctions  for  the  first  time  a  doctrine  altogether  inconsistent  with 
the  spirit  of  all  our  institutions. 

6thly,  Because  the  election  of  aldermen  for  life  is  the  fruitful 
source  of  manifold  inconveniences  and  abuses;  removing  the 
persons  chosen  from  all  salutary  control;  forcing  them  into  a 
class  set  apart  from  their  fellow  citizens,  to  whom  they  are 
wholly  unaccountable;  sowing  the  seeds  of  constant  dissension  and 
jealousy  between  the  different  classes  of  councilmen ;  perpetuating 
the  power  of  men  whom  unfitness,  not  originally  discovered, 
incapacity  supervening  old  age,  infirmity  of  any  kind,  may  render 
wholly  or  partially  unable  to  discharge  the  duties  of  their  office. 

7tlily,  Because  the  continuance  of  the  existing  aldermen  or 
capital  burgesses  and  town  clerks  is  the  certain  introduction  into 
the  new  councils  of  the  worst  evils  of  the  old  close  and  self-elective 
system,  making  it  inevitable  that  the  same  kind  of  influence  should 
continue  to  prevail  in  the  corporations  affected  to  be  reformed,  and 

VOL.  lu.  M 
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wholly  preventing  the  change  which  this  measure  professes  to 
effect  from  producing  any  substantial  benefit  in  purifying  the 
administration  of  municipal  concerns. 

8thly,  Because  these  alterations  of  the  Bill,  and  more  especially 
the  last,  have  a  direct  tendency  to  exhibit  this  measure  to  our 
countrymen  as  a  mere  mockery  or  pretence  of  reform,  as  holding 
out  in  words  the  promise  of  improvement,  which  it  at  the  same 
time  breaks. 

9thly,  Because  the  converting  ui  office  granted  during  pleasure 
into  an  office  for  life,  without  the  consent  of  the  grantor,  is 
contrary  to  all  principle,  without  any  precedent,  and  a  much  more 
glaring  violation  of  the  rights  of  parties  than  any  which  even  the 
adversaries  of  the  Bill  have  imputed  to  its  provisions. 

lothly,  Because  the  amendments,  and  those  especially  relating 
to  retaining  persons  in  their  office,  proceed  upon  a  supposition 
that  the  councils  chosen  by  the  people  are  less  fit  to  be  trusted 
with  the  administration  of  the  corporate  offices,  and  more  likely 
to  do  acts  of  imprudence  and  of  injustice,  than  the  present  bodies, 
which  owe  their  existence  and  continuance  to  self-election. 

iithly.  Because  the  requiring  that  a  councilman  shall  be  a 
member  of  the  Church  of  England  before  he  can  vote  for  the 
presentation  to  a  living  is  utterly  repugnant  to  the  whole  spirit 
and  even  to  the  letter  of  the  law  of  England,  sanctioning  the 
principle  of  tests  long  after  these  have  been  abrogated,  absurdly 
assuming  that  corporators  are  less  fit,  or  less  likely  honestly  to 
exercise  rights  of  Church  patronage,  than  private  individuals,  who 
are  by  law  subject  to  no  such  restrictions,  and  stigmatizing 
dissenters  with  the  hateful  imputation  of  being  disposed  to  violate 
trusts  reposed  in  them,  by  appointing  unfit  persons  to  perform 
clerical  functions,  with  the  view  of  fraudulently  undermining  the 
Established  Church,  a  conduct  of  which  we  in  our  consciences 
believe  the  dissenters  to  be  utterly  incapable. 

lathly.  Because  we  believe  that  the  character  of  these 
amendments  is  to  injure  the  measure  in  all  its  essential  principles^ 
leaving  only  as  much  of  it  as  could  not  have  been  altered  without 
rejecting  the  Bill  altogether,  while  we  are  firmly  persuaded  that 
the  changes  effected  are  calculated  to  produce  in  men's  minds  an 
opinion  of  this  House  being  far  more  hostile  to  the  fundamental 
principles  of  the  measure  than  it  really  is,  and  because  we  thus 
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hold  it  to  be  inevitable  that  far  more  harm  will  be  wrought  hy  the 
changes  made  in  the  Bill  than  good  can  be  gained,  even  according 
to  the  views  of  those  who  have  propounded  them. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vauz. 
Francis  William  Holyneux  Gaulfield,  Earl  of  Oharlemont. 
Valentine  Browne  Lawless,  Lord  Olonourry. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Demnan. 
Henry  Francis  Roper  Curzon,  Lord  Teynham. 
John  Campbell,  Marquis  of  Breadalbane,  excepting  the  second 
reason. 

DCCXIV. 

Febeuaet  4,  1836. 

The  address  to  the  King's  Speech  contained  a  clause  to  the  effect  that 
the  House  being  in  possession  of  the  facts  bearing  on  the  state  of 
Municipal  Corporations  in  L^land,  partakes  of  the  hope  that  the  same 
remedies  as  had  been  adopted  in  England  would  be  applied  to  the  Irish 
Corporations.  To  this  the  Duke  of  "Wellington  objected,  and  carried  an 
amendment  (without  a  division),  couched  in  general  terms. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  such  amendment  will  excite  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  a  fear  that  it  is  not  intended  to  extend  to  them 
the  same  meed  of  justice  and  the  same  extent  of  corporate  reform 
which  has  been  so  beneficially  afforded  to  the  people  of  England 
and  of  Scotland. 

2ndly,  Because  a  full  measure  of  corporate  reform  is  more 
necessaiy,  if  possible,  in  Ireland,  than  it  could  have  been  in 
England,  the  majority  of  corporators  in  Ireland  being  not  only 
insolvent  peculators  but  traders  in  religious  intolerance  insulting 
to  the  majority  of  the  {>eople. 

3rdly,  Because  great  alarm  must  be  excited  in  the  minds  of  the 
friends  of  Ireland  by  an  address  proposed  by  the  first  Peer  of  that 
country,  constantly  resident^  acquainted  with  their  wants,  and  dear 
to  their  hearts^  being  curtailed  or  emasculated  at  the  suggestion  of 
a  party  whom  they  believe  to  be  hostile  to  their  interests  and  to 
the  general  principles  of  liberty. 

4thly,  Because  in  the  present  state  of  public  opinion  in  Ireland 
it  is  necessary  to  prove  to  the  people  of  that  country  that  it  is  the 
intention  of  Parliament  to  treat  her  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
Empire,  which  can  alone  suppress  or  mitigate  their  aspirations  for  a 
domestic  and  national  legislature. 

M  2 
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5thly^  Because  the  long-continaed  system  of  injustice  and 
opposition  to  which  the  people  of  Ireland  have  been  subjected  has 
engendered  a  degree  of  suspicion  and  distrust  in  their  minds  which 
can  only  be  overcome  by  the  most  perfect  fulfilment  of  promises 
held  out  and  of  hopes  fostered  in  their  bosoms  by  a  Sovereign  they 
revere,  a  local  govenmient  they  respect^  and  an  administration  who, 
having  done  so  much  for  the  cause  of  reform  in  England,  must,  in 
their  good  policy  and  good  sense,  see  the  necessity  of  obtaining  as 
much  for  Ireland. 

Valentine  Browne  Lawless,  Lord  Clonouny. 

DCCXV. 

Apeil  26,  1836. 

The  motion  that  the  House  be  put  into  Committee  on  the  Irish  Corpo^ 
rations  Bill  was  met  by  a  counter-motion,  *  That  it  be  an  instruction  to 
the  Committee  that  they  have  power  to  make  provision  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  such  Corporations,  and  for  such  arrangements  as  may  be  necessary 
on  their  abolition  for  securing  the  efficient  and  impartial  administratioa 
of  justice,  and  the  peace  and  good  government  of  cities  and  towns  in 
Ireland,'  brought  forward  by  Lord  Fitzgerald  and  Yesci  (see  Hansard, 
Third  Series,  vol.  xxxiii,  p.  233).  This  was  carried  by  203  to  119,  and 
the  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  I  believe  it  to  be  unusual^  if  not  irregular^  and  I  am  sure 
it  is  imprudent,  with  a  view  to  the  preservation  of  a  good  under- 
standing between  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  to  introduce  into 
a  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  any  amendment  incon* 
sistent  vrith  the  title  and  at  variance  with  the  principles  thereof; 
and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  alteration  pointed  to  in  the  instruc- 
tion is  manifestly  inconsistent  with  the  title  and  principles  of  a 
Bill,  intituled  '  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  regulation  of  Municipal 
Corporaticms  and  Borough  Towns  in  Ireland.' 

Henry  Richard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 
Ulick  John  de  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 
Archibald  John  Primrose,  Lord  Rosebery  (E  arl  of  Rosebery). 
William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 

DCCXVI. 

June  27,  1836. 

The  Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Bill  was  so  completely  altered 
in  its  passage  through  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  Coninu>D8  were  so 
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thoroughly  at  yariance  with  the  Lords,  that  the  Bill  was  abandoned  on 
the  nth  of  August  The  object  of  the  Lords  was  to  maintain  the 
Protestant  interest  in  the  Irish  Corporations.  The  debates  in  both 
Houses  were  carried  on  with  extraordinary  asperity, — see  Hansard,  Third 
Series,  vols.  nxxin-Y  passim. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  on  the  Lords  resolving  to  insist  on 
their  amendments  by  220  to  113. 

ist,  Because,  however  undoubted  may  be  the  right,  and  however 
essential  to  the  Constitution  the  exercise  of  the  right,  of  separate 
and  independent  judgment  in  each  House  of  Parliament,  it  is  not 
less  essential  that  all  unnecessary  collision  should  be  avoided. 

2ndly,  Because  in  the  present  instance  the  House  of  Commons 
made  advances  towards  an  agreement,  which^  in  my  humble 
opinion,  might  beneficially  have  been  met  with  a  similar  and 
corresponding  disposition. 

3rdly,  Because,  thinking  as  I  do,  that  Conservative  principles, 
and  respect  for  the  beneficent  institutions  of  former  times,  are 
essential  to  the  duly  tempering  any  desire  of  change,  which,  in  the 
name  and  with  the  hopes  of  improvement,  may  rise  up  in  a  free 
and  enlightened  people,  I  cannot  but  think  the  destroying  all  the 
Corporations  in  Ireland  highly  adverse  to  those  principles,  especially 
when  the  purpose  is  to  be  effected  by  amendments  to  a  Bill,  rather 
than  by  a  distinct  and  substantive  measure,  examined  and  decided 
with  all  the  caution^  deliberation,  and  justice  for  which  the  forms 
of  each  House  have  carefully  provided  sufficient  opportunities  in 
the  discussion  of  all  important  measures. 

4thly,  Because  the  object  of  destroying  or  withholding  civil 
rights  because  their  exercise  might  fall  to  a  majority  of  voters 
not  professing  the  religion  of  the  Established  Church  would  lead, 
if  pursued,  to  annihilate  one  of  the  noblest  acts  of  liberality, 
wisdom,  and  just  confidence  in  our  own  religion  which  ever 
honoured  the  Legislature,  and  especially  this  House,  which  took 
the  lead  on  that  ever  memorable  occasion  of  just  and  enlightened 
policy. 

5thly,  Because  I  would  not  join  in  fixing  the  embarrassment  of 
this  unsettled  question  upon  the  present  or  any  future  administra- 
tion, nor  would  I  expose  to  certain  misconstruction  and  misrepre- 
sentation the  conduct  which  I  cannot  doubt  has  been  dictated  by 
the  most  sincere  and  virtuous  motives  in  a  majority  of  this  House. 

6thly,    Because  I  would   not  arm  and  assist  those  who  mean 
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mischief,  nor  would  I,  at  the  dose  of  a  loDg  life,  leave  a  legacy 
of  discontent  and  disaffection  to  a  sensitive,  brave,  and  loyal  people. 

John  Charles  Yilliers,  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

DCCXVII. 

April  6,  1837. 

By  the  fourth  clause  of  the  Royal  Mint  Bill,  7  William  TV,  cap.  9,  the 
Treasury  was  empowered  to  authorise  the  issue  of  money  for  the  purpose 
of  purchasing  bullion,  such  issues  to  be  applied  to  no  other  purpose, 
and  an  account  to  be  laid  before  Parliament  of  all  such  transactions 
within  ten  days  of  the  commencement  of  the  Session.  Lord  Brougham 
objected  to  this  clause  as  unconstitutional,  but  did  not  divide  the  House 
on  the  subject.     He  inserted  however  the  following  protest. 

ist.  Because  it  is  of  evil  example,  and  contrary  to  the  wholesome 
usage  of  Parliament,  to  give  the  Crown  a  power  of  issuing  money 
for  any  service  to  an  amount  unlimited  and  unknown,  the  course 
hitherto  pursued  having  been  to  specify  a  sum  beyond  which  the 
expenditure  should  not  be  carried,  even  where  the  exigency  of  the 
occasion  required  the  largest  discretion  to  be  bestowed;  and  the 
practice  sometimes  adopted,  of  leaving  the  remunerations  for  certain 
services  of  a  subordinate  kind  to  be  fixed  by  the  different  depart- 
ments of  government,  forming  in  reality  no  exception  to  the 
general  rule. 

2ndly,  Because,  if  the  unlimited  discretion  was  to  be  vested  in 
the  Crown,  there  was  the  greater  necessity  for  guarding  its  exercise 
by  apt  and  effectual  restrictions,  and  these  are  wholly  wanting  in 
the  provisions  of  this  clause.  Instead  of  confining  the  issue  of 
money  to  sums  required  for  purchasing  silver  bullion,  which  is 
represented  as  the  only  object  of  the  provision,  the  power  is 
extended  to  the  purchase  of  all  bullion ;  instead  of  confining  the 
issue  of  money  to  such  sums  as  may  be  required  for  enabling  the 
Master  of  the  Mint  to  complete  purchases  which  he  shall  have 
contracted  to  make,  the  clause  authorizes  the  Treasury  to  issue  any 
sums  of  money  upon  account  to  enable  the  Master  of  the  Mint  to 
effect  any  purchases,  whether  contracted  for  or  not ;  instead  of 
requiring  him  to  pay  into  the  Exchequer  the  whole  proceeds  of  the 
coinage,  and  the  balance  of  the  sums  issued  to  him  upon  account, 
it  only  requires  him  to  pay  in  the  proceeds  of  the  coinage ;  and  the 
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proviso  in  the  clause  does  not  require  an  account  of  all  issues  and 
repayments  of  money  to  be  laid  before  Parliament  within  a 
given  time  after  the  same  shall  have  been  made,  or  after  the 
commencement  of  the  next  Session  after  the  same  shall  have  been 
made. 

3rdly,  Because  nothing  can  be  more  dangerous  or  more  absurd 
than  to  defend  the  giving  unconstitutional  powers,  and  powers  liable 
to  be  abused,  by  the  suggestion  that  the  abuse  is  not  likely  to 
happen,  unless  it  be  the  suggestion  that  the  provisions  of  a  Statute 
have  a  certain  meaning  wholly  different  from  that  which  the  terms 
employed  convey,  the  framers  of  it  having  intended  one  thing  and 
expressed  another;  as  that  bullion  means  silver  bullion,  that 
issuing  money  upon  account  for  effecting  a  purchase  means  issuing 
money  for  completing  a  purchase  contracted  to  be  made,  and  that 
laying  an  account  every  Session  before  Parliament  of  issues  and 
repayments  made  in  each  year  means  laying  an  account  before 
Parliament  as  soon  as  possible  after  such  issues  and  repayments  are 
made ;  and  these  are  the  only  grounds  upon  which  it  is  possible  to 
defend  the  clause. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vauz. 


DCCXVIIL 

April  6,  1837. 

An  Act,  7  William  TV,  cap.  10,  was  passed  in  this  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, authorising  the  removal  of  persons  bom  in  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
and  chargeable  to  English  parishes.  This  was  objected  to  by  Lord 
Brougham  on  the  ground  of  its  injustice  and  hardship.  And  though  he 
did  not  divide  the  House  on  a  clause  which  he  proposed  excluding  all 
persons  of  fourteen  years  of  age,  and  bom  in  England  and  Wales,  from 
the  operations  of  the  Statute,  he  inserted  the  following  protest. 

Because  the  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  remove  natives  of  Scotland^ 
Ireland,  Man,  and  Scilly  to  the  place  of  their  birth  ;  and  although^ 
in  order  to  attain  this  object  without  inconvenience,  it  may  be 
necessary  also  to  remove  with  them  their  infant  children,  wherever 
bom,  yet  nothing  can  be  more  unjustifiable,  more  contrary  to  all 
principle,  or  more  productive  of  abuse  and  oppression^  than  per- 
mitting  grown-up  persons   born   in   this  country  to  be  removed 
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and  sent  out  of  England  against  their  will ;  and  the  claose  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  only  prevented  this  from  being  done. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 


DCCXIX. 

April  11,  1837. 

Lord  Eadnor  introduced  a  Bill  entitled  *  An  Act  for  appointing  Com- 
missioners to  enquire  respecting  the  Statutes  and  administration  of  the 
different  Colleges  and  Halls  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge,'  and  moved  its 
second  reading.  The  debate  on  the  subject  may  be  found  in  Hansard, 
Third  Series,  vol.  xxxvii,  p.  looi.  The  Bishop  of  LlandafiP  (Copleston) 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  that  day  six  months,  and  the  amendment  was 
carried  without  a  division. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

ist,  Because  these  Colleges  and  Halls  are  eleemosynary  foun- 
dations similar  to  others  which  have  been  inquired  into,  and  no 
reason  was  alleged  why  they  should  not  be  inquired  into  as  well 
as  the  others. 

andly,  They  are  peculiarly  fit  objects  of  inquiry,  inasmuch  as, — 

1.  The  present  Statutes  of  the  Universities  requiring  that  all 

matriculated  members  shall  belong  to  and  be  inmates 
in  some  one  of  the  said  Colleges  or  Halls,  and  subject  to 
its  discipline,  the  said  Colleges  and  Halls  have  acquired 
a  public  character  and  a  national  importance  which 
originally  did  not  belong  to  them. 

2.  The  said  Colleges  and  Halls  are  for  the  most  part  of  very 

ancient  foundation,  and  many  of  their  Statutes,  contem- 
plating a  state  of  society  very  diflferent  from  the  present, 
and  a  religion  other  than  that  now  established,  are  totally 
inapplicable  to  the  present  times,  and  impossible  to  be 
observed. 

3.  Obedience  to  the  Statutes  is  generally  (if  not  in  all  cases) 

enforced  by  the  solenmity  of  oaths,  which,  from  the 
necessity  of  the  case,  are  explained  away,  evaded,  or 
openly  violated. 

4.  It  was  avowed  in  the  debate  that  such  was  frequently  the 

practice^  and  this  practice,  in  our  opinion  dangerous  to 
public  morals,  was  palliated,  if  not  justified. 
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3rdly,  It  is  alleged  in  the  petitions  against  the  Bill,  sent  up  from 
several  of  the  said  Colleges,  and  presented  to  the  House,  that  the 
Fellows  and  Scholars  belonging  to  the  same  were  sworn  to  obey  the 
original  Statutes  of  their  Founders,  and  to  admit  of  no  deviation 
&om  them,  and  that  there  exists  no  power,  either  in  the  governing 
members  of  those  institutions  or  in  their  visitors,  to  alter,  modify, 
or  amend  the  same,  and  therefore  no  power  short  of  that  of 
Parliament  can  effect  that  object. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 

Henry  Eichard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 

Hemy  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vanx. 

Edward  John  Littleton,  Lord  Hatherton. 

Ulick  John  de  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde), 

for  the  first  and  second  reasons  only. 
John  William  Ponsonby,  Lord  Dnnoannon. 


DCCXX. 

May  9,  1837. 

Daring  the  month  of  April,  a  number  of  resolutions  on  the  government 
of  Lower  Canada  were  debated  in  the  House  of  Commons.  These  resolu- 
tions (opposed  generally  by  Mr.  Roebuck,  then  member  for  Bath),  were 
presented  to  the  House  of  Lords  at  a  Conference  held  on  the  ist  of  May, 
and  may  be  found  in  the  Lords'  Journals,  vol.  bdx,  p.  258.  It  was 
resolved  to  take  them  into  consideration  on  the  9th  of  May,  and  on 
Lord  Qlenelg's  motion  the  Lords  adopted  them,  Lord  Brougham  alone 
diaseiiting.     The  following  protest  was  then  entered. 

1st,  Because  these  resolutions,  embracing  a  great  variety  of 
important  subjects,  upon  which  different  opinions  may  be  enter- 
tamed  by  the  same  persons,  were  all  put  to  the  vote  at  once^  in  a 
House  consisting  of  not  a  tenth  part  of  the  numbers  that  frequently 
attend  when  questions  affecting  the  interests  of  political  parties  or 
even  individuals  stand  for  discussion. 

andly.  Because,  though  some  of  these  resolutions  are  justifiable, 
there  are  others,  and  especially'-the  eighth,  which  set  all  consider- 
ttions  of  sound  policy,  of  generosity,  and  of  justice  at  defiance,  and 
will  most  likely  be  regarded  as  indicating  a  design  to  crush 
whatever  spirit  of  opposition  to  the  Executive  Government  may  at 
any  time  and  for  any  cause  show  itself  in  any  portion  of  the  North 
American  provinces. 
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3rdly,  Because  it  is  the  fundamental  principle  of  the  British 
Constitution  which  was  intended  to  be  established  in  Canada  by 
the  Act  of  1 79 1,  and  was  finally  promulgated  in  1831,  that  no  part 
of  the  taxes  levied  upon  the  people  shall  be  applied  to  any  purpose 
whatever  without  the  consent  of  their  representatives  in  Parliament; 
and  this  control  over  the  revenue  ought  in  an  especial  manner  to  be 
vested  in  the  people  of  the  Colonies,  seeing  that  it  never  can  give 
them  the  same  unlimited  influence  which  it  confers  upon  the  people 
of  the  parent  State,  for  if  supplies  are  withheld  by  the  Commons 
of  England  on  account  of  grievance  the  Crown  has  no  other 
resource,  and  the  grievance  must  be  redressed,  whereas  if  the 
Commons  of  the  Colony  withhold  supplies  for  the  like  reasons, 
the  Crown  cannot  by  this  proceeding  be  obliged  to  redress  the 
grievance  as  long  as  the  Parliament  of  the  mother  country  is 
willing  to  furnish  the  funds  required. 

4thly,  Because  the  taking  possession  of  the  money  placed  by  the 
British  Parliament  at  the  disposal  of  the  Colonial  Councils^  without 
their  consent,  is  wholly  subversive  of  the  afore-mentioned  iunda- 
mental  principle,  and  directly  contrary  to  the  wise  and  salutary 
provisions  of  the  Act  passed  in  1831  ;  nor  does  it  at  all  signify 
that  this  is  said  only  to  be  done  upon  the  present  occasion,  and 
that  the  rights  of  the  Colonial  Parliament  are  represented  as  left 
unimpaired;  the  precedent  of  1837  will  ever  after  be  cited  in 
support  of  such  oppressive  proceeding's,  as  often  as  the  Commons 
of  any  Colony  may  withhold  supplies,  how  justifiable  soever  their 
refusal  may  be,  in  whatever  designs  the  Executive  Government 
may  be  engaged. 

5thly,  Because  the  constitution  of  the  Council  having  been  tried 
for  nearly  half  a  century,  has  not  only  failed  to  produce  the  ad- 
vantages expected  from  it,  but,  after  occasioning  the  most  serious 
evils,  has  ended  in  bringing  the  legislative  operations  of  the  Colonial 
Parliament  to  a  close ;  and  there  seems  good  ground  to  hope  that 
the  evils  now  complained  of  may  be  remedied  by  introducing  the 
elective  principle  into  the  constitution  of  this  body,  under  due 
modifications;  but  the  fourth  resolution  seems  to  pledge  Parliament 
against  ever  introducing  that  principle,  since  it  is  not  possible  to 
conceive  any  circumstances  justifying  its  introduction,  if  the  existing 
state  of  things  does  not. 

6thly,  Because  the  spirit  in  which  these  proceedings  are  conceived 
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is  avowedly  adverse  to  the  opinions  and  desires  of  a  vast  majority 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada ;  and  the  no  less  plainly  avowed 
object  in  bringing  them  forward  is,  by  the  authoritative  Declaration 
of  Parliament  to  put  down  the  principles  and  to  thwart  the  incli- 
nations so  generally  prevailing  among  the  people  of  that  province. 

ythly,  Because  these  proceedings,  so  closely  resembling  the  fatal 
measures  that  severed  the  United  States  from  Great  Britain,  have 
their  orig^  in  principles  and  derive  their  support  from  reasonings 
which  form  a  prodigious  contrast  to  the  whole  grounds,  and  the 
only  defence  of  the  policy  during  later  years  so  justly  and  so  wisely 
sanctioned  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  administering  the  affairs 
of  the  mother  country;  nor  is  it  easy  to  imagine  that  the  in- 
habitants of  either  the  American  or  the  European  branches  of  the 
Empire  should  contemplate  so  strange  a  contrast  without  drawing 
inferences  therefrom  discreditable  to  the  character  of  the  Legislature 
and  injurious  to  the  future  safety  of  the  State.  When  they  mark 
with  what  different  measure  we  mete  to  6co,ooo  inhabitants  of 
a  remote  province,  unrepresented  in  Parliament,  and  to  6,000,000 
of  our  fellow  citizens  nearer  home,  and  making  themselves  heard 
by  their  representatives,  the  reflection  will  assuredly  arise  in 
Canada,  and  may  possibly  find  its  way  into  Ireland,  that  the 
sacred  rules  of  justice,  the  most  worthy  feelings  of  national 
generosity,  and  the  soundest  principles  of  enlightened  policy,  may 
be  appealed  to  in  vain,  if  the  demands  of  the  suitor  be  not  also 
supported  by  personal  interests  and  party  views^  and  political  fears 
among  those  whose  aid  he  seeks.  While,  all  men  perceiving  that 
many  persons  have  found  themselves  at  liberty  to  hold  a  course 
towards  an  important  but  remote  province  which  their  constituents 
never  would  suffer  to  be  pursued  towards  the  most  inconsiderable 
borough  of  the  United  Kingdom,  an  impression  will  inevitably 
be  propagated,  most  dangerous  to  the  maintenance  of  Colonial 
Dominion,  that  the  people  can  never  safely  entrust  the  powers 
of  Government  to  any  supreme  authority  not  residing  among 
themselves. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 
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DCCXXI. 
June  19,  1837. 

The  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  for  the  extension  and  promotion  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland,  7  William  IV,  and  i  Victoria,  cap.  2 1,  provided,  by 
the  eighth  clause,  that  the  Grand  Jury  should  raise  money  towards 
defraying  the  cost  of  such  works,  and  failing  their  action,  the  Treasurer 
of  the  County  should  take  the  necessary  steps.  The  Act  appears  to  have 
passed  without  debate,  but  the  following  protest  was  inserted.  The  King 
died  on  the  morning  of  the  20th. 

1st,  Because  a  new  and  urgent  provision  is  introduced  in  the 
Bill,  whereby  the  Grand  Juries  are  compelled  to  levy  money  in 
their  Counties  for  defraying  a  proportion  of  the  expenses  of  works 
purporting  to  be  for  the  employment  of  the  poor,  and  undertaken 
without  the  approval  or  consent  of  the  Grand  Juries. 

2ndly,  Because  the  provision  of  the  Bill  which  renders  the  levy 
of  such  money  compulsory  is  framed  in  terms  unprecedented,  and 
insulting  to  the  Grand  Juries ;  enacting,  that  in  case  those  bodies 
shall  refuse  or  neglect  to  present  the  sums  necessary  for  defraying 
the  expense  of  such  works,  the  County  Treasurer  shall  insert  such 
sums  in  his  warrant,  and  levy  the  money  off  the  County  at  large  as 
if  it  had  been  formally  presented  by  the  Grand  Juries. 

William  Forward  Howard,  Earl  of  Wicklow. 

DCCXXII. 

July  7,  1837. 

On  the  accession  of  the  Queen,  the  Kingdom  of  Hanover  passed  to 
the  Duke  of  Cumberland,  who  was  also  heir  presumptive  to  the  British 
Crown.  In  order  to  meet  the  contingency,  in  a  possible  demise  of  the 
Crown,  of  the  succession  falling  to  a  member  of  the  Boyal  Family  who  was 
absent  from  the  realm,  a  Bill  was  introduced  to  provide  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  Lords  Justices  in  the  event  above-named,  by  7  William  IV, 
and  I  Victoria,  cap.  72.  Lord  Brougham  moved  words  which  would 
have  included  the  Duke  of  Sussex  among  these  Justices,  and  spoke 
strongly  against  the  inclusion  of  the  Chief  Justice  in  the  Regency  (Lord 
Denman).  Lord  Brougham's  amendment  was  negatived.  The  following 
protest  was  inserted,  and  signed  by  Lord  Brougham  only,  though  twenty 
other  Peers,  including  the  Dukes  of  Sussex  and  Norfolk,  Lords  Holland, 
Hadnor,  Minto,  Albemarle,  and  Charlemont,  expressed  their  dissents. 

1st,  Because  the  greatest  recommendation  of  the  monarchical 
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form  of  government  is  the  certainty  which  it  affords  of  undisputed 
succession,  and  therefore  everything  is  most  carefully  to  be  avoided 
which  tends^  however  remotely,  to  break  in  upon  this  governing 
principle  of  the  regal  part  of  the  Constitution.  When  provision 
was  making  by  Parliament  for  supplying  the  defect  in  the  Royal 
authority  occasioned  by  the  absence  from  the  realm  of  the  King  of 
Hanover,  or  other  next  branch  of  the  Royal  Family  on  the  demise 
of  the  Crown,  the  right  of  succession  in  the  Duke  of  Sussex  or 
other  next  branch  not  absent  from  the  realm  ought  to  have  been 
recognised,  by  naming  that  branch  among  the  Lords  Justices. 
This  could  not  be  done  in  1707  (6  Aime,  cap.  7),  because  all  the 
other  branches  of  the  Royal  Family  were  then  settled  abroad,  and 
most  of  them  excluded  from  the  succession;  but  in  1751  (24 
George  II,  cap.  24),  and  1765  (5  George  III,  cap.  27),  the  sound 
principle  was  acted  upon,  and  the  Princes  next  in  succession  were 
placed  in  the  Councils  of  Regency  then  formed  by  the  Legislature. 
The  appointment  of  Lord  Justices  by  the  Sovereign,  in  contem- 
pUtion  of  his  temporary  absence,  has  no  bearing  upon  the  question, 
both  because  that  is  an  arrangement  of  an  entirely  different  nature, 
and  because  it  is  not  effected  by  the  authority  of  Parliament. 

2ndly,  Because  the  appointment  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
England,  the  first  criminal  Judge  of  the  realm,  to  be  a  political 
functionary  of  the  highest  order,  exercising  the  powers  of  sove- 
reignty, is  contrary  to  every  principle  of  sound  policy ;  it  is 
likewise  repugnant  to  the  whole  spirit  of  our  judicial  system, 
though  sanctioned  by  precedents  in  times  when  the  pure  adminis- 
tration of  justice  was  far  less  an  object  of  care  than  it  happily 
has  at  this  day  become — precedents  which  are  in  truth  the  relics 
of  a  much  more  remote  and  even  a  barbarous  age.  It  is  the 
more  to  be  lamented  that  Parliament  should  now  be  called  upon 
to  sanction  such  a  proceeding,  because  in  1806,  in  defending  the 
more  reprehensible  measure  of  placing  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  in 
the  Cabinet,  reliance  was  placed  upon  the  Acts  of  1707,  1751,  and 
1765,  as  affording  legislative  authority  for  uniting  in  the  same 
person  the  incompatible  functions  of  Minister  of  State  and  Criminal 
Judge ;  nor  can  it  now  be  contended  that  we  are  bound  by  those 
precedents,  for  they  have  in  the  present  measure  been  departed 
from  in  other  important  particulars,  and  if  they  had  not,  a  departure 
should  at  any  rate  have  been  made  in  this  particular,  since  the 


174  PROTESTS.  a.d.  1837. 

example  of  1806  has  shown  the  evil  consequences  of  ParliameDtary 
sanction  being  given  to  so  exceptionable  an  appointment. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 


DCCXXIIL 

December  12,  1837. 

Parliament  was  prorogued  on  the  17th  of  July,  and  dissolved  the 
same  evening.  A  new  election  was  held  and  the  Houses  were  summoned 
for  dispatch  of  business  on  the  15th  of  November.  On  the  nth  of 
December  a  message  was  sent  to  the  Houses  by  the  Crown,  calling  their 
attention  to  the  provision  to  be  made  for  the  Duchess  of  Kent,  and  remind- 
ing them  of  the  near  relation  in  which  the  Duchess  stood  to  the  Queen. 
The  debate  on  the  message  was  taken  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xxxix, 
p.  966)  on  the  12th  of  December,  when  a  sharp  passage  occurred  between 
Lords  Melbourne  and  Brougham.  Lord  Brougham  inserted  the  following 
protest. 

1st,  Because  the  House  is  called  upon  for  a  pledge  to  concur 
in  an  arrangement  the  particulars  of  which  were  never  disclosed 
till  after  the  address  was  moved,  and  the  reasons  for  which  have 
never  yet  been  stated. 

andly,  Because  the  same  event  which  placed  Her  Royal  Highness 
the  Duchess  of  Kent  in  a  new  relation  to  the  Throne  relieved 
her  from  a  large  expense,  in  respect  of  which  the  last  increase 
of  income  had  been  granted  by  Parliament. 

3rdly,  Because,  while  every  one  must  feel  the  highest  admiration 
of  Her  Royal  Highness's  conduct  in  every  relation  of  life,  a  conduct 
universally  allowed  to  be  beyond  all  censure  and  above  all  praise, 
it  is  the  painful  duty  of  statesmen  to  consult,  not  their  own 
personal  feelings,  but  the  good  of  the  nation  whose  affairs  are 
committed  to  their  charge ;  never  to  depart  from  those  principles 
of  strict  economy  in  spending  the  public  money  which  have 
hitherto  commanded  the  confidence  of  the  country,  by  deserving 
it;  and  careAiUy  to  avoid  making  exceptions  from  wholesome 
general  rules  on  account  of  circumstances  which  are  accidental, 
though  fortunate,  and  a  recurrence  of  which  may  lead  to  other 
exceptions  as  difficult  to  be  resisted. 

4thly,  Because  the  proposed  grant,  if  it  did  not  form  part  of 
the  arrangement  of  the  Civil  List,  ought  certainly  not  to  have 
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b^n  proposed  until  that  arrangement  was  before  Parliament^  and 
until  the  amount  of  the  royal  income  was  distinctly  ascertained. 

5thly,  Because  propositions  of  this  kind  ought  never  to  be  made 
without  an  extreme  necessity,  their  inevitable  tendency  being  to 
impair  the  veneration  justly  due  to  the  illustrious  personages 
whom  they  concern,  and  to  place  the  members  of  the  Legislature 
in  the  painful  and  invidious  position  of  abandoning  their  most 
sacred  duty  towards  the  country,  or  seeming  to  fail  in  affection 
and  respect  towards  the  Throne. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 

DCCXXIV,  DCCXXV. 

December  19,  1837. 

The  Municipal  Officers'  Declaration  Bill,  i  and  2  Victoria,  cap.  5, 
allowed  '  Quakers^  Moravians,  and  Separatists/  to  bold  office  in  Municipal 
Corporations,  on  condition  that  they  made  a  declaration  to  the  effect  that 
they  would  not  use  their  influence  to  injure  or  weaken  the  Protestant 
Church,  or  the  bishops  and  clergy  of  the  said  Church.  In  the  debate 
on  the  report  it  was  moved  after  the  words  '  Quakers,  Moravians,  and 
Separatiste'  to  insert  *and  others,'  in  order  to  do  away  with  the  necessity 
of  taking  the  oath  in  any  case  where  the  person  to  whom  it  was  tendered, 
objected.  No  record  of  any  debate  is  preserved  in  Hansard,  and  the 
amendment  was  negatived. 

It  produced  however  two  protests. 

ist,  Because  a  solemn  and  public  declaration  on  accepting  office 
in  a  corporation  that  the  person  so  accepting  it  has  conscientious 
scruples  against  subscribing  the  declaration  required  by  an  Act 
intituled  '  An  Act  for  repealing  so  much  of  several  Acts  as  imposes 
the  necessity  of  receiving  the  Sacrament  of  the  Lord's  Supper  as 
a  qualification  for  certain  offices  and  employments,'  and  passed  in 
the  ninth  year  of  his  late  Majesty  Greorge  IV,  and  that  'he  solemnly, 
sincerely,  and  truly  declares  and  affirms  that  he  will  not  exercise 
any  power,  authority,  or  influence  which  he  may  possess  by  virtue 
of  the  office  he  so  accepts  to  impair  or  weaken  the  Protestant 
Church  as  it  is  by  law  established  in  England,  nor  to  disturb 
the  said  Church,  or  the  bishops  and  clergy  of  the  said  Church, 
in  the  possession  of  any  right  or  privileges  to  which  they  may 
be  by  law  entitled,'  affords  in  my  judgment  ample  security  against 
any  exercise  of  municipal  authority  injurious  to  the   Established 
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Church  in  any  legal  or  intelligible  sense  of  that  term ;  in  trath, 
no  stronger  assurance  and  no  more  explicit  promise  can  be  de* 
vised,  or  in  reason,  justice,  or  charity  exacted,  from  one  class  of  our 
fellow  subjects,  for  the  purpose  of  allaying  the  gratuitous  suspicions 
and  apprehensions  of  another. 

andly,  Because  by  the  words  proposed  to  be  omitted  persons  who 
take  the  benefit  of  the  Bill  are  called  upon  to  declare  themselves 
*  Quakers,'  '  Moravians,'  or  *  Separatists,'  yet  the  meaning  of  those 
terms  is  not  explained  in  the  Bill;  and  whatever  it  may  be,  a 
different  one  from  that  which  the  framers  of  the  Bill  intended 
to  convey  may  be  conscientiously  assigned  and  understood  by  those 
who  take  the  benefit  thereof.  The  classing  of  persons  who  feel 
a  scruple  in  making  the  declaration  prescribed  by  the  ninth  of 
George  IV,  under  the  title  of  Sects,  real  or  supposed,  is  obviously 
neither  necessary  nor  useful  to  give  validity  or  credit  to  the 
assurance  required  to  be  solenmly  and  publicly  declared  and  afiirmed 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 

The  designation  of  Sects  who  derive  no  revenues  or  privileges 
from  the  State,  and  over  whose  doctrines  and  discipline  the  State 
neither  has  nor  pretends  to  have  nor  ought  to  have  any  jurisdiction 
whatever,  must  in  the  nature  of  things  be  loose,  inaccurate,  pre- 
carious, and  uncertain.  It  may  be  invidious  and  offensive,  and 
it  is  obviously  on  this  occasion  unnecessary  to  the  two  main  objects 
of  the  Bill,  which  are,  first  to  relieve  such  loyal  subjects  as  are  by 
scruples  of  conscience  excluded  from  the  enjoyment  of  municipal 
offices,  and,  secondly,  to  prevent  such  persons  when  admitted  from 
exercising  the  powers  they  so  attain  to  the  injury  of  the  Established 
Church. 

It  is  clear  that  the  assurance  contained  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
declaration  in  this  Bill  must  in  the  judgment  of  its  iramers  be 
quite  sufficient  to  relieve  those  who  scruple  to  make  the  declaration 
prescribed  by  the  ninth  of  George  IV,  inasmuch  as  unless  they 
were  veiling  to  give  that  assurance  the  whole  Bill  would  be  null 
and  of  no  effect. 

It  is  equally  clear  that  the  said  assurance  cannot  in  any  degree 
be  weakened  or  impaired  by  the  person  who  makes  it  omitting 
to  give  to  himself  or  those  with  whom  he  concurs  names  and 
descriptions  to  which  no  definite  or  legal  meaning  is  annexed. 
It  follows  that  if  the  words  proposed  to  be  omitted  had  been 
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stnick  out,  the  two  direct  purposes  of  the  Bill,  namely,  the  relief 
of  tender  consciences  and  the  protection  of  the  ecclesiastical 
establishments  irom  all  hostile  exercise  of  municipal  power,  would 
have  been  adequately  fulfilled;  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  discover 
what  advantage  can  be  derived  to  Church  or  State,  or  to  the 
interefits  of  the  community,  by  exacting  from  conscientious  men 
a  deeig^nation  of  themselves  or  their  brethren  which  amounts  to 
little  more  than  a  nickname  for  the  sect  to  which  they  are 
supposed  to  belong. 

3rdly,  Because  the  introduction  of  these  denominations  in  the 
declaration  may^,  in  my  apprehension^  lead  to  vexatious  litigation^ 
and  such  litigation  to  yet  more  vexatious  inquiries  respecting  the 
theological  and  speculative  tenets  of  individuals;  inquiries  on 
principle  unjustifiable  and  in  practice  injurious  to  religious  liberty. 

The  right  of  a  man  to  substitute  the  declaration  proposed  by 
this  Bill  for  that  enacted  by  the  Act  of  George  lY  might  be 
questioned  on  the  score  of  his  not  being,  as  he  professed  to  be 
in  the  declaration,  a  Quaker^  a  Moravian,  or  a  Separatist,  and  the 
court  of  law  called  upon  to  try  his  right  under  the  words  of  the 
Statute  would  thus  be  compelled  to  pronounce  judgment  on  the 
character  of  his  religious  creed^  a  jurisdiction  which  no  human, 
or,  at  least,  no  secular  tribunal,  has  the  right  or  the  means  to 
assume,  and  which  is  more  accordant  with  the  spirit  of  the 
Inquisition  of  Rome  than  consistent  with  the  habits  and  professions 
of  a  Proteataut  community  and  a  free  people. 

4thly,  Because  I  adhere  to  the  reason  of  a  dissentient  to  an 
amendment  in  the  declaration  of  the  ninth  of  George  lY,  which 
was  entered  and  signed  in  the  Journals  of  this  House  on  the 
25th  of  Aprils  1828 ;  and  I  cannot  directly  or  indirectly  sanction 
the  opinion  that  any  particular  £uth  in  matters  of  religion  is 
neoesBary  to  the  proper  discharge  of  duties  purely  political  or 
temporal. 

Heniy  Richard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 

For  the  three  first  reasons. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 
Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  VauX 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

I  sty  Because  the  declared  purpose  of  the  Bill  is  to  relieve  persons 
whose  conscientious  scruples  prevent  them  from  complying  with 
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the  existing  law ;  and  it  is  the  avowed  principle  of  the  Bill^  that 
no  class  of  men  ought  to  be  excluded  from  civil  office  on  account 
of  their  religious  opinions;  nevertheless  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
is  confined  to  three  classes  of  dissenters  alone,  as  if  its  principle 
did  not  extend  generally  to  all. 

,  2ndly,  Because  this  violation  of  principle,  and  this  injustice 
towards  all  who  are  thus  excluded  from  the  benefit  of  the  proposed 
Act,  is  not  justified  by  a  consideration  of  the  numbers  whom  it 
will  relieve,  these  being  a  very  small  though  respectable  body  of 
persons. 

3rdly,  Because  even  in  the  relief  proposed  to  be  given  to  those 
persons  there  is  a  wide  departure  from  the  true  principles  of 
religious  liberty  by  the  declaration  of  religious  belief  which  is 
exacted.  This  declaration  is  framed  upon  the  assumption  that 
the  State  has  a  right  to  inquire  into  the  spiritual  fi^ith  of  its 
subjects,  a  position  which  has  been  the  stronghold  of  intolerance 
in  all  ages,  and  may  still,  if  maintained,  be  used  to  defend  any 
kind  of  persecution. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 
William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 
Henry  Richard  Fox  Vassal),  Lord  Holland. 

DCCXXVI. 

December  20,  1837. 

The  following  protest  of  Lord  Brougham  was  inserted  after  the  second 
reading  of  the  Civil  List  Bill,  i  and  2  Victoria,  cap.  2.    The  debate  is  in 
'Hansfud,  Third  Series,  vol.  xxxix,  p.  1338.     Lord  Brougham  published 
his  speech  in  the  form  of  a  pamphlet. 

1st,  Because  it  is  inconsistent  with  every  sound  principle  of 
legislation  to  make  provision  for  so  important  a  branch  of  the 
public  expenditure  as  the  Civil  List  by  an  arrangement  which  is  to 
last  for  the  life  of  the  reigning  Sovereign,  inasmuch  as,  through  a 
period  of  time  most  justly  desired  and  reasonably  expected  to  be  of 
long  duration,  the  whole  circumstances  may  vary  to  which  the 
terms  of  the  arrangement  must  be  adapted^  and  the  sum  now 
allotted  may  be  found  either  too  small  or  too  large  for  the  ap- 
pointed purpose. 

2ndly,  Because  such  variations  are  more  especially  likely  to  happen 
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throng^h  the  clianges  which  may  take  place  in  the  relative  value  of 
money  and  all  articles  of  consumption,  by  the  fluctuating  supply  of 
the  precious  metals,  the  increased  powers  of  machinery,  the  im- 
proved skill  in  other  respects  brought  to  bear  upon  manufactures, 
the  progress  of  agricultural  improvement,  and,  above  all,  the  im- 
provement of  our  legislation  upon  the  importation  of  foreign  corn, 
which  would  at  once  lower  the  price  of  all  commodities,  and  give 
an  entirely  different  real  value  to  the  nominal  sum  now  allotted  as 
necessary  fqr  the  expenditure  of  the  Court  during  the  period  of  the 
Sovereign's  natural  life,  upon  an  assumption  altogether  g^tuitous, 
that  prices  will  undergo  no  chang^. 

3Tdly,  Because  the  arrangement  is  also  framed  upon  an  assumption, 
if  possible  still  more  gratuitous,  that  the  habits  of  society  will  re- 
main fixed,  and  that  one  generation  after  another  will  pass  away 
without  undergoing  any  change  in  those  opinions  and  tastes  which 
must  always  form  the  standard  of  the  establishment  required  to 
support  the  royal  dignity  at  any  given  time^  while,  if  the  object  of 
ihe  arrangement  be  to  fix  these  opinions  and  tastes  in  their  present 
frame^  or  in  one  more  antiquated,  and  to  arrest  their  future  course, 
it  must  be  confessed  that  no  attempt  can  be  conceived  more 
visionary  and  chimerical. 

4thly,  Because  all  experience  hath  shown  that  the  Civil  List  ar- 
rangement is  only  held  binding  upon  one  of  the  parties  to  it,  namely, 
the  country,  being  always  departed  from  as  often  as  it  is  found 
inconvenient  for  the  Crown,  and  uniformly  employed  to  preclude  all 
revision  of  its  principles  or  details  as  often  as  these  are  found 
advantageous  for  the  country. 

5thly^  Because  the  last  time  that  a  Civil  List  was  settled  upon  a 
Royal  life  of  long  probable  duration,  to  wit,  in  1760,  before  nine 
years  had  elapsed  Parliament  was  called  upon  to  reconsider  the 
arrangement,  and  above  half  a  million  was  paid  to  defray  the 
arrears  of  the  Royal  establishment,  and  in  eight  years  more  above 
six  hundred  thousand  pounds  were  again  required  to  supply  a  like 
deficiency ;  not  to  mention  various  other  similar  applications  during 
the  remainder  of  the  same  reign,  all  of  which  clearly  shows  that 
what  is  constantly  treated  as  a  compact  between  prince  and  people, 
when  the  interests  of  the  latter  are  concerned,  is  as  invariably 
deemed  to  impose  no  obligation  whatever  upon  the  former  party 
when  his  interest  requires  the  compact  to  be  disregarded. 

N  2 
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6thly,  Because  that  which  experience  has  proved  to  have  been 
unwise  and  improvident  nearly  eighty  years  ago  ought  to  be  still 
more  jealously  regarded  at  the  present  day  by  those  whom  the 
Constitution  has  appointed  to  be  as  well  the  guardians  of  the 
people  as  the  councillors  of  the  Prince ;  for  the  Public  Debt  has 
during  that  long  interval  of  time  been  increased  nearly  tenfold,  the 
Peace  Establishment  been  more  than  quadrupled,  and  the  sums 
raised  from  the  country  are  above  five  times  as  large,  and  weigh 
upon  its  industry  and  resources  with  a  pressure  against  which  even 
its  increased  population,  capital,  and  skill  can  with  the  greatest 
difficulty  maintain  a  struggle. 

ythly,  Because  the  course  obviously  recommended  by  every  rational 
view  of  the  subject  would  have  been  to  pass  the  Bill  for  a  limited 
number  of  years,  when  the  whole  matter  might  again  have  come 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament ;  and  this  would  not  have 
been  so  great  a  departure  from  ancient  usage  as  has  been  made 
upon  former  occasions,  and  even  in  the  reign  of  Charles  II,  when 
the  devotion  of  all  men  to  the  Throne,  and  the  dread  of  change, 
appeared  to  have  reached  their  greatest  height. 

8thly,  Because  the  unexampled  haste  with  which  this  measure  has 
been  carried  through  both  Houses  has  prevented  the  information 
from  being  in  possession  of  either  which  it  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  have  before  it  could  be  at  all  known  what  the  revenue  of  the 
Crown  will  be  after  the  grant  is  made ;  in  particular,  we  are 
entirely  ignorant  of  the  sums  actually  advanced  from  the  Duchies 
of  Lancaster  and  Cornwall,  and  only  are  aware  that  those  revenues 
are  very  considerable,  that  they  are  managed  at  a  heavy  cost,  and 
that,  as  the  law  now  stands,  and  as  this  Bill  leaves  it,  the  larger 
portion  of  them  may  be  anticipated  at  any  time  by  way  of  fine,  to 
the  immediate  profit  of  the  reigning  Sovereign,  and  the  impoverish- 
ment of  the  future  Heir  Apparent,  for  whose  support  they  are 
believed  to  have  been  given,  but  whose  expenses,  being  always 
defrayed  in  by  far  the  greater  proportion  by  the  country,  the 
revenues  in  question  ought  to  be  placed  under  the  management 
of  responsible  functionaries,  and  administered  for  the  pablic 
benefit. 

9thly,  Because  the  like  haste  has  been  shown  in  passing  this  Bill's 
provision  regarding  Pensions  before  the  Committee  now  engaged 
in  considering  that  subject  has  made  any  Report,  and  when  it  is 
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impossible  to  foretell  how  far  its  inquiries  may  bear  upon  the  policy 
of  the  proposed  arrangement. 

loibly^  Because  ample  time  might  have  been  afforded  for  consider- 
ing the  whole  of  this  important  measure,  and  for  passing  it  into  a 
law,  with  all  the  requisite  information  before  us^  in  such  a  matured 
form  and  at  such  an  early  period  as  might  have  testified  the  respect 
justly  due  to  the  Sovereign,  and  satisfy  the  duty  we  owe  to  the 
people,  if  the  Parliament  had  been  assembled  at  such  a  period  as 
the  other  interests  of  the  Empire  seemed  plainly  to  require^  more 
especially  if  as  early  as  it  has  been  summoned  in  past  times^  when 
the  work  of  war  was  in  hand,  and  required  supplies  of  men  and 
money,  it  had  now  been  called  together  for  the  more  blessed  labours 
of  peace  and  conciliation,  to  retrace  the  steps  of  oppressive  injustice, 
to  save  the  remote  dominions  of  the  Queen  from  the  horrors  of  civil 
war&re,  and  to  spare  the  mother  country  the  hard  necessity  of 
bearing  a  part  in  such  a  conflict. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vauz» 

DCCXXVII,   DCCXXVIII. 

February  8,  1838. 

The  greater  part  of  the  time  of  both  Houses  after  the  Christmas  recess 
was  occupied  in  debating  on  the  affairs  of  Lower  Canada,  in  which  the 
rebelhon  of  Papineau  had  just  occurred,  and  allusion  had  been  made  to 
ihe  facta  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  The  Government  introduced  and  carried 
a  Bill  (i  and  2  Victoria,  cap.  9)  to  suspend  the  powers  of  the  Legislature  of 
Lower  Canada,  and  to  make  temporary  provision  for  the  government  of  the 
colony  till  the  ist  of  November,  1842.  Mr.  Boebuck,  as  agent  for  the 
colony,  was  heard*  on  the  22nd  of  January,  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  against  the  Bill  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xl,  p.  265),  when  it 
was  committed  by  262  to  16. 

Hie  following  protests  were  entered  against  the  passage  of  the  Bill  in 
the  Lords. 

ist^  Because  it  must  be  presumed  that  the  constitutional  rights 
conferred  upon  the  people  of  Lower  Canada  by  the  British  Legis- 
lature were  given  them  with  the  full  knowledge  that  the  House  of 
Assembly  in  that  province  would,  and  with  the  intent  that  it 
might,  thereby  be  enabled  to  exercise  that  control  over  the 
executive  power  which  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain  are  by  their 
undoubted  privileges  enabled  to  exercise  over  the  executive  power 
in  the  mother  country. 
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2ndly,  Because  this  measure  deprives  the  people  of  Lower  Canada, 
not  only  of  the  rights  which  were  so  given  them  by  the  British 
.  Legislature^  but  of  the  rest  of  the  Constitution  which  they  had 
previously  enjoyed. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Bill  being  founded  upon  the  assumption  that 
such  privation  is  just,  it  appears  to  us  that  such  assumption  is 
erroneous. 

4thly,  Because  it  appears  to  us  that  in  determining  the  justice 
or  injustice  of  a  penal  measure  against  a  whole  community  the 
Legislature  is  not  confined  by  those  technical  rules  which  govern 
courts  of  law,  but  is  bound  to  institute  a  larger  inquiry^  and  that 
therefore  it  is  necessary^  not  merely  to  refer  to  the  recent  acts  of 
that  community,  but  to  examine  into  the  causes  of  those  acts,  and 
to  ascertain  their  origin,  which  can  only  be  efiected  through  a 
careful  investigation  of  the  successive  steps  by  which  the  accused 
party  has  proceeded,  and  of  the  circumstances  by  which  it  has  been 
gradually  led  on  to  those  proceedings  which  furnish  the  immediate 
ground  of  the  penal  measure. 

5thly,  Because  such  investigation  has  satisfied  us  that  the  origin 
of  those  proceedings  is  to  be  found  in  the  early  maladministration 
of  the  colony  by  those  branches  of  the  Government  which  were 
more  immediately  connected  with  the  mother  country,  and  therefore 
it  is  not  just  to  deprive  the  colony,  even  for  a  time,  of  its  political 
rights,  upon  the  alleged  ground  of  recent  misconduct. 

6thly,  Because  it  appears  to  us  that  this  is  only  the  first  of  a 
series  of  measures  which  may  involve  the  nation  in  great  difficulties, 
an  opinion  countenanced  by  the  admission  made  in  debate,  that  her 
Majesty's  ministers  were  prepared  to  apply  to  Parliament  for  an 
increase  of  our  military  forces,  in  which  admission  is  obviously 
involved  the  further  admission,  that  even  according  to  the  expecta- 
tions of  the  authors  of  this  measure  it  may  not  improbably  occasion 
an  armed  resistance  in  the  colony. 

7thly,  Because,  finally,  we  are  determined  not  to  incur  the  heavy 
responsibility  of  a  measure  which  may  involve  our  country  in  civil 
war. 

Charles  William  Fitzwilliam,  Earl  Fltzwilliam. 
Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 

ist.  Because  it  appears,  by  a  despatch  from  the  Earl  of  Gosford, 
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dated  the  23rd  of  December,  1837,  that  the  measures  adopted  for 
patting  down  the  revolt  in  Lower  Canada  have  been  crowned  with 
entire  success ;  that  the  principal  instigators  an^l  leaders  have  been 
killed,  taken,  or  forced  into  exile ;  that  the  revolutionary  press  is  no 
longer  in  existence ;  that  the  disposition  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
is  favourable ;  that  numerous  offers  of  service  have  been  made  by 
large  portions  of  the  population  in  various  parts  of  the  province, 
to  enrol  themselves  in  volunteer  corps  for  the  defence  of  the 
Government;  and  that  loyal  addresses  are  pouring  in  from  the 
French  Canadian  population  in  all  parts  of  the  province,  expressing 
their  fidelity  to  the  Queen,  and  their  attachment  to  the  British 
connexion^  and  strongly  reprobating  the  selfish  ambition  and 
treasonable  designs  which  have  ruthlessly  involved  one  of  the 
faire^'t  portions  of  the  country  in  all  the  horrors  of  civil  war. 

2ndly,  Because,  therefore,  the  averment  in  the  preamble  of  the 
Bill,  that  in  the  present  state  of  the  province  of  Lower  Canada  the 
House  of  Assembly  cannot  be  called  together  without  serious 
detriment  to  the  interests  of  that  province,  is  not  only  not  sup- 
ported by  facts,  but  negatived  by  the  inference  to  be  drawn  from 
the  latest  fiwjts  of  which  the  House  is  in  possession. 

3rdly,  Because  the  conduct  of  the  House  of  Assembly  being 
the  alleged  ground  of  the  Bill,  and  certain  members  of  that 
Assembly  who  had  mainly  influenced  its  proceedings  having  brought 
upon  their  country  all  the  horrors  of  civil  war,  it  is  not  just  to 
suspend  the  Constitution  of  the  province,  with  a  view  to  its 
alteration  by  an  Act  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  without  first 
dissolving  the  House  of  Assembly  and  thus  affording  to  the  people 
the  opportunity  of  showing  that  they  have  withdrawn  their  con- 
fidence from  such  of  their  late  representatives  as  have  proved 
unworthy  of  it,  and  that  they  do  not  approve  the  acts  of  the  House 
of  Assembly  which  are  deemed  to  justify  the  Bill. 

4thly,  Because  the  Bill  gives  to  the  Governor  and  Council  power 
to  make,  with  certain  exceptions,  all  such  laws  or  ordinances  as  the 
legislature  of  Lower  Canada,  as  now  constituted,  is  empowered 
to  make,  and  thereby  places  at  the  disposal  of  the  Governor  and 
Council  all  the  monies  heretofore  appropriated  by  the  House  of 
Assembly,  as  well  as  all  the  monies  heretofore  appropriated  by  the 
Crown,  thus  making  much  more  extensive  alterations  in  the 
Constitution,  when  order  is  restored,  than  the  Executive  Council 
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deemed  it  expedient  to  recommend  when  a^tation  distracted  the 
province  and  paralyzed  its  Government. 

5thly,  Because,  from  the  experiehce  of  last  year,  there  is  reason 
to  fear  that  this  measure  will  not  only  revive  the  hostile  feelings  of 
those  who  have  hitherto  opposed  the  Government,  and  increase 
their  means  of  agitating  the  province^  but  at  the  same  time  excite 
the  strongest  disapprobation  on  the  part  of  those  who  are  most 
attached  to  British  connexion^  and  who  most  reprobate  the  past 
proceedings  of  the  House  of  Assembly. 

6thly,  Because  the  events  which  have  taken  place  on  the  frontier 
of  the  United  States  show  the  expediency  of  eflFecting  at  the 
earliest  period  a  permanent  and  therefore  a  conciliatory  settlement 
of  all  questions  relating  to  Lower  Canada  ;  and  the  Bill  interposes  a 
long  period  of  despotism  before  any  proposition  for  such  settlement 
can  be  entertained. 

7thly,  Because  it  is  impossible  honestly  so  to  modify  the  electoral 
franchise  and  the  electoral  districts  in  Lower  Canada  as  to  deprive 
the  French  population  of  that  province  of  the  power  of  electing  the 
majority  of  the  Legislative  Assembly,  and  therefore  any  new 
assembly  which  may  be  called  together  hereafter  must  be  elected 
by  a  constituency  essentially  the  same  as  that  which  elected  the 
present  Assembly  whose  conduct  is  alleged  to  justify  the  Bill. 

Sthly^  Because  it  is  consistent  with  reason  and  experience  that 
the  long  arbitrary  discontinuance  of  the  use  of  a  Parliament  wiU, 
when  that  Parliament  is  at  last  called  together,  greatly  increase 
instead  of  diminishing  the  diflSculty  of  carrying  on  the  Government 
of  which  it  is  a  part. 

9thly,  Because  the  Bill  thus  postpones  the  calling  of  a  new 
Parliament  to  a  period  necessarily  more  unfavourable  than,  the 
present ;  'and  occupying  the  interval  by  a  coercive  despotism,  tends 
at  once  to  alienate  the  affections  of  the  people  of  Lower  Canada,  to 
engage  the  sympathy  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  in  their 
favour,  and  to  bring  upon  this  country  the  accumulated  evils  of 
civil  and  of  foreign  war. 

lothly.  Because  if  it  be  necessary  to  make  alterations  in  the 
Constitution  of  Lower  Canada,  Parliament  is  already  in  possession 
of  ample  information,  the  result  of  various  recent  inquiries,  upon 
which,  collected  in  times  of  tranquillity,  it  would  be  much  safer, 
after  mature  deliberation,  to  legislate,  than  upon  new  opinions, 
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to  be  collected  from  parties  stiU  under  the  exasperation  of  civil 
eontest ;  and  to  suspend  the  Constitution  for  more  than  two  years, 
for  the  purpose  of  gathering  such  opinions  upon  the  nature  and 
extent  of  the  reform  assumed  to  be  required^  is  calculated  to  create 
agitation^  where  it  is  most  desirable  to  re-establish  tranquil  habits 
under  settled  and  free  GK)yemmeQt. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  EUenborough. 
For  the  sixths  seventh,  eighth,  ninth,  and  tenth  reasons- 
Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 

DCCXXIX. 

May  21,  1838. 

An  Act  for  the  more  effectual  relief  of  the  destitute  poor  in  Ireland 
(i  and  2  Victoria,  cap.  56),  was  read  a  second  time  on  the  21st  of  May. 
The  Act  contains  125  clauses.  The  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Act  is  to  be  found  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xliii,.  p.  i .  The  Marquis 
of  Londonderry  moved  that  it  be  read  that  day  six  months,  in  which  he 
was  supported  by  Lord  Clanricarde.  The  second  reading  was  carried  by 
149  to  20. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  the  Bill  giving  to  Conmiissioners  of  the  Crown 
a  power  arbitrarily  to  tax  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land  in 
Ireluid  contains  an  enactment  such  as  the  British  people  never 
have  endured  and  would  never  submit  to,  and  establishes  a  principle 
of  legislation  for  Ireland  equally  dangerous  and  unconstitutional. 

2ndly,  Because  a  tax  pressing  entirely  and  exclusively  upon  the 
owners  and  occupiers  of  land  for  a  purpose  which  if  it  be  beneficial 
to  any  must  be  beneficial  to  all^  and  more  advantageous  to  other 
than  to  landed  proprietors,  is  essentially  partial  and  unjust,  and  in 
the  actual  circumstances  of  Ireland  would  be  ruinous  to  many^ 
and  highly  injurious  to  the  great  body  of  proprietors  of  hereditary 
estates. 

3rdly,  Because  this  Bill,  founded  as  it  is  upon  vague  and  fallacious 
assumptions,  wholly  at  variance  with  the  estimates  of  the  population, 
poverty,  and  resources  of  Ireland,  calculated  upon  the  best  statistical 
data  that  exist  by  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Inquiry  Conmiissioners,  holds 
out  to  the  lowest  class  of  the  Irish  people  hopes  and  expectations 
which  in  our  opinion  can  never  be  realized,  and  which  it  is  unwise 
to  excite,  and  it  may  be  dangerous  to  disappoint* 
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4tbly,  Because  the  appointiDg  paid  guardians  to  distribute  the 
relief  proposed  to  be  afforded  will  deprive  the  gentry  of  Ireland  of 
all  grace  or  favour  in  the  eyes  of  those  who  may  be  so  relieved,  and 
of  their  neighbours,  and  will  tend  to  aggravate  the  evils  which 
already  exist  in  the  social  relations  of  different  classes  in  Ireland. 

5thly,  Because  the  clergymen  of  different  religions  in  Ireland, 
the  Irish  land  owners,  land  occupiers^  merchants,  traders,  and 
operatives^  appear  to  be  almost  unanimously  opposed  to  the  most 
essential  and  prominent  enactments  of  this  Bill. 

6thly,  Because  the  two  classes  of  destitute  poor  in  Ireland,  viz. 
the  able-bodied  and  the  impotent,  differ  so  widely  as  to  the  causes 
of  destitution,  the  nature  and  extent  of  relief  required,  and 
to  the  evils  to  be  guarded  against  in  the  administration  thereof, 
that  we  do  not  think  they  can  be  advantageously  comprehended 
in  one  enactment ;  and  as  the  relief  of  impotent  poor  will  require 
a  large  but  not  an  indefinite  expenditure,  it  would  be  wise  and 
prudent  to  see  how  well  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland 
can  bear  a  tax  for  that  purpose  before  a  more  extensive,  indefinite, 
and  probably  enormous  burden  be  imposed  upon  them. 

Ulick  John  de  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 
Charles  William  Stewart,  Earl  Vane  (Marquis  of  Londonderry). 

DCCXXX,  DCCXXXI. 

July  19,  1838. 

Lord  Denman  moved  the  third  reading  of  a  Bill  for  permitting 
affirmations  to  be  made  instead  of  oaths  in  certain  cases.  The  Bill  had 
been  read  a  second  time  on  the  5th  of  July,  without  debate  or  division. 
It  was  now  rejected  by  32  to  16.  Immediately  afterwards.  Lord  Wicklow 
introduced  another  Bill,  which  ultimately  passed  both  Houses,  i  and  2 
Victoria,  cap.  77,  permitting  *  persons  who  had  been  Qudiers  and 
Moravians  to  make  affirmations  in  lieu  of  oaths/ 

The  following  protests  were  entered  against  the  rejection  of  Lord 
Denman's  Bill. 

1st,  Because  it  is  one  of  the  chief  duties  of  civil  government, 
and  the  main  object  of  its  institution,  to  administer  justice  between 
man  and  man ;  and  the  discovery  of  truth  being  essential  to  the 
dispensation  of  justice,  any  form  or  rule  whatever  which  practically 
excludes  the  evidence  of  conscientious  men,  who  can  bear  testimony 
to  the  fact«  in  dispute,  is  injurious  to  the  interests  of  society,  and 
contrary  to  the  rights  of  the  people  in  a  free  community. 


A.D.  1838.  PROTESTS.  187 

andly.  Because  it  is  admitted  that  there  are  respectable  and 
deserving  subjects  in  this  Kingdom  who  are  neither  Quakers, 
Moravians,  nor  Separatists,  and  who  yet  entertain  conscientious 
objections  to  taking  an  oath  in  the  forms  now  required  in  our 
Courts  of  Law,  even  when  exacted  by  the  civil  authorities ;  and  it 
is  manifest  that  wherever  such  persons  have  been  solely  cognisant 
of  facts,  the  proof  whereof  is  necessary  to  the  protection  of  the 
property,  liberty,  or  lives  of  suitors,  plaintiffs,  or  defendants  in 
her  Majesty's  Courts,  the  said  suitors,  plaintiffs,  and  defendants 
are,  by  the  operation  of  the  present  practice,  deprived  of  the  benefit 
of  testimony  to  which  they  are  in  all  reason  entitled ;  and  thus  the 
diseovery  of  truth  is,  without  advantage  to  the  State  or  the 
conununity,  and  with  signal  detriment  and  injury  to  unoffending 
individuals  and  suitors,  impeded  and  prevented. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  YasBall,  Lord  Holland. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

Lucius  Bentinck  Gary,  Lord  Hunsdon  (Viscount  Falkland). 

William  Lewis  Hughes,  Lord  Dinorben. 

ist,  Because  the  exclusion  of  trustworthy  evidence  from  judicial 
inquiries  is  a  great  and  serious  evil,  manifestly  tending  to  obstruct 
and  defeat  the  due  administration  of  the  laws. 

sndlj,  Because  the  principle  of  substituting  an  affirmation  for 
an  oath,  in  deference  to  conscientious  scruples,  was  sanctioned  by 
the  law  of  England  in  the  first  year  of  King  William  III,  and  has 
been  since  widely  extended,  both  by  legislative  enactment  and 
judicial  decision,  without  any  ill  consequence  whatever,  and  with 
signal  advantage  to  the  interests  of  truth  and  justice. 

3rdly,  Because  it  is  notorious  that  divers  subjects  of  her  Majesty, 
whose  conduct,  character,  and  known  principles  entitle  them  to 
the  utmost  respect  and  confidence,  are  now  not  only  placed  out  of 
the  protection  of  the  law,  but  exposed  to  severe  penalties,  because 
they  deem  it  unlawftil  to  swear,  and  do  not  belong  to  any  of  the 
denominations  on  which  the  privilege  of  affirming  in  lieu  of  an  oath 
has  been  bestowed. 

4thly,  Because  reason  and  consistency  as  well  as  sound  policy 
seem  to  require,  that  the  same  privilege  should  be  g^ven  to  all 
whose  testimony  is  now  for  the  same  reason  inadmissible. 

5thly,  Because  the  Affirmation  Bill  appeared  to  contain  abundant 
guarantees  for  the  sincerity  of  those  who  might  allege  their  opinion 
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of  the  unlawftilness  of  taking  an  oath,  in  order  to  avail  themselTes 
of  the  privilege  of  affirming. 

6th\j,  Because  the  only  arguments  used  in  opposition  to  the  Bill 
appear  to  me  of  littie  weight,  inasmuch  as  the  apprehended  abuse 
might  be  practised  with  greater  care  under  the  existing  law,  and 
yet  has  never  once  been  suspected;  the  assumption  that  persons 
solemnly  affirming  would  be  less  heedful  of  the  truth  than  those 
who  swear  is  not  only  contradicted  by  experience,  but  may  be 
thought  to  countenance  (however  undesignedly)  the  vulgar  and 
pernicious  error,  that  to  utter  falsehood  is  no  breach  of  religious 
duty,  unless  it  be  accompanied  with  an  oath ;  and  the  opinion 
that  evidence  in  general  would  be  deteriorated  by  permitting  the 
affirmation  of  such  as  deem  oaths  unlawful  appears  to  me  to  stand 
upon  no  ground  of  reason  or  probability. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

Henry  Bichard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 

Lucius  Bentiuck  Cary,  Lord  Hnnsdon  (Viscount  Falkland). 

William  Lewb  Hughes,  Lord  Dinorben. 


DCCXXXIL 

July  80,  1838. 

A  Bill  had  been  carried  through  the  House  of  Commons  by  [Serjeant 
Talfourd,  on  the  2^rd  of  May,  by  a  considerable  majority,  giving  rights  of 
access  to  her  children  in  the  case  of  a  mother  who  might  be  separated 
from  her  husband.  It  was  opposed  by  Sugden  in  the  Lower  House. 
Lord  Lyndhurst  took  charge  of  the  Bill  in  the  Lords,  and  on  the  second 
reading  was  opposed  successfully  by  Lord  Brougham.  See  Hansard, 
Third  Series,  vol.  xliv,  p.  772,  the  Bill  being  thrown  out  by  a  majority 
of  two,  1 1  to  9. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  nature  and  reason  point  out  the  mother  as  the 
proper  guardian  of  her  infant  child ;  and  to  enable  a  profligate^ 
tyrannical,  or  irritated  husband  to  deny  her,  at  his  sole  and 
uncontrolled  caprice,  all  access  to  her  children,  seems  to  me 
contrary  to  justice,  revolting  to  humanity,  and  destructive  of 
those  maternal  and  filial  affections  which  are  among  the  best  and 
surest  cements  of  society. 

2ndly,  Because,  although  it  may  be  true,  as  alleged  in  debate, 
that  women  are  by  the  governing  principle  of  the  law  of  England 
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sabjected  in  various  other  matters  affecting  their  property,  character, 
and  happiness  to  great  and  unequal  hardships,  such  consideration 
furnishes,  in  my  judgment,  very  inconclusive  ground  for  refusing 
ihem  relief  from  a  wrong  which  the  sound  discretion  of  a  judge 
might,  without  injury  to  any  one,  equitably  and  promptly  redress. 
3rdly,  Because  whatever  was  exceptionable  in  the  time,  form, 
or  mode  of  relief  proposed  in  the  Bill  might  have  been  corrected 
in  the  Committee ;  and  I  was  unwilling,  before  such  correction  of 
supposed  anomalies  and  defects  in  the  details  had  been  attempted, 
to  forego,  on  account  of  them,  an  object  so  just,  important,  and 
salutary  as  the  protection  of  that  intercourse  which  nature  herself 
seems  to  enjoin  between  a  parent  and  her  child  from  all  capricious 
and  vindictive  interruption. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  Vassal!,  Lord  Holland* 

John  Copley,  Lord  Lyndhnrst. 

George  Granville  Leveson  Qower,  Duke  of  Sutherland. 


DCCXXXIII 

July  81,  1838. 

The  Irish  Tithe  Bill  of  1838,  i  and  2  Victoria,  cap.  109,  abolished 
compositions  and  substituted  rent  charges  on  possessors  of  'perpetual 
estates  or  Interests.'  The  Act  abandoned  all  attempts  to  recover  advances 
made  to  Incumbents  under  3  and  4  William  IV,  cap.  100. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  second  reading. 

1st,  Because,  beside  many  other  grounds  of  objection^  the  Bill  is  open 
to  this,  that  it  converts  into  a  gift  the  large  sum  originally  advanced 
as  a  loan  to  the  Irish  clergy,  contrary  to  the  faith  upon  which  the 
country  was  induced  to  permit  the  advance,  contrary  to  the  true 
principles  of  general  religious  liberty,  and  contrary  to  the  spirit  of 
our  Constitution,  compelling  men  to  pay  for  a  Church  from  which 
they  conscientiously  dissent,  giving  to  the  clergy  of  the  small 
minority  of  the  Irish  people  an  indemnity  for  the  loss  of  their 
appointed  dues  at  the  expense  of  the  vast  majority,  and  making 
those  who  have  broken  no  law  and  withheld  no  dues  answerable 
for  the  conduct  of  such  as  have  refused  payment  of  what  the  law,  be 
it  a  good  or  a  bad  law,  still  unrepealed,  has  prescribed. 

andly.  Because  there  is  no  adoption  in  this  Bill  of  the  important 
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principle  of  appropriation ;   but  rather  an  abandonment  of  that 
principle  if  not  a  disapproval  of  it  in  substance  and  effect. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vauz. 
Robert  Dundas  Duncan  Haldane,  Earl  of  Camperdown,  for 
the  first  reason. 


DCCXXXIV. 

August  15,  1888. 

By  I  and  2  Victoria,  cap.  120,  the  ancient  custom  of  exacting  a  duty 
lor  the  tin  dug  in  the  counties  of  Cornwall  and  Devon  was  abolished,  a 
charge  equal  to  the  average  income  being  made  payable  to  the  Crown  in 
lieu  of  these  duties  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Duties  amounting  to 
15s.  the  hundredweight  on  tin,  and  los.  on  tin  ore,  were  imposed  by 
the  Act. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  third  reading  of  the  BilL 

ist,  Because  the  peculiar  enactment  of  the  laws  which  regulate 
the  revenue  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  by  the  Crown  and  by  the 
Duke  of  Cornwall  respectively,  render  it  the  especial  duty  of  the 
House  of  Lords  to  give  their  vigilant  attention  to  all  propositions 
and  Bills  by  which  the  revenues  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  can  be 
affected. 

andly,  Because  no  information  has  been  given  to  the  House  of 
the  necessity  for  the  alteration  made  by  this  Bill,  nor  of  the 
details  of  the  same,  nor  of  the  provision  to  be  made  in  future  for 
the  support  of  the  dignity  of  a  Duke  of  Cornwall,  notwithstanding 
that  it  has  been  the  invariable  practice  of  the  House,  and  it  is 
their  duty,  to  inquire  minutely  into  the  circumstances  attending 
the  sale  and  reconveyance  to  the  Crown  of  regalities  granted 
heretofore  to  subjects,  and  to  take  care  that  the  interests  of  those 
in  remainder  should  be  provided  for. 

3rdly,  Because  this  House  have  not  had  before  them  even  the 
information  given  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament  under  whose 
consideration  the  Bill  had  been  for  a  few  days. 

4thly,  Because  this  House  have  been  informed  by  the  best 
authorities  that  the  two  last  illustrious  possessors  of  the  Duchy 
of  Cornwall  would  not  have  given  their  consent  to  the  arrangement 
made  by  this  Bill,  one  of  whom  was  in  his  own  right  Duke  of 
Cornwall  for  sixty  years,  and  either  in  his  own  right  or  in  right  of 
his  Crown  administered  its  affairs  for  more  than  half  a  century. 
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5thl7,  Because  no  mconvemence  could  have  resulted  to  the 
interests  of  any  from  the  postponement  for  a  few  months  of  the 
arrangements  under  this  Bill,  in  order  to  give  time  and  opportunity 
to  the  House  of  Lords  to  consider  of  interests  so  important  as  those 
affected  by  it. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 


DCCXXXV. 

March  11,  1839. 

John  Joseph  Lawson  was  printer  of  the  Times  newspaper,  and 
nominal  defendant  in  an  action  of  damages  brought  bj  one  Joel  Samuel 
Polack  for  libel.  The  charge  was  that  the  newspaper  had  quoted  and 
commented  on  certaio  evidence  given  to  the  Lords  by  Polack  and  Tawell 
on  the  6th  of  November.  Lawson  petitioned  the  House  that  they  would 
be  pleased  to  allow  the  evidence  given  by  these  persons  to  be  brought 
before  the  Court  at  the  trial,  as  he  intended  to  justify,  and  as  the  original 
evidence  was  necessary  to  his  case.  The  House  appointed  a  Committee 
to  report  on  the  petition,  who  reported  accordingly  that  they  saw  no 
reason  to  comply  with  its  prayer.  One  of  the  Committee  however,  Lord 
Lyndhurst,  brought  the  matter  before  the  Lords  on  the  nth  of  March, 
when  the  House  by  31  to  18  decided  to  agree  with  the  prayer. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

ist.  Because  it  is  neither  consistent  with  the  character  of  this 
House  nor  with  justice,  that  evidence  injurious  to  the  reputation 
of  individuals  having  been  compulsorily  obtained  from  witnesses 
before  a  committee  of  this  House,  such  evidence  should  be 
published  in  print,  in  violation  of  the  standing  order  of  this 
House,  and  the  publisher  thereof  be  assisted  by  this  House  in 
his  defence  against  an  action  for  libel  arising  out  of  such 
publication. 

2ndly,  Because  the  precedent  thus  established^  of  supplying,  by 
the  permission  of  this  House,  the  best  evidence  of  the  proceedings 
of  this  House,  where  such  proceedings  have  incidentally  come 
before  a  court  of  law,  may  eventually  lead  to  the  pernicious 
consequence  of  deterring  witnesses  from  speaking  the  whole  truth 
when  examined  in  this  House,  and  even  of  impairing  the  freedom 
of  speech  in  this  House,  which  is  essential  to  the  discharge  of 
parliamentary  duty. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  EUenborough. 
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G^rge  Kenyon,  Lord  Eenyon. 
Henry  Bichard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 
Cropley  Ashley  Cooper,  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 
Gilbert  Eliot  Murray  Kynynmound,  Earl  Minto. 
Henry  Fitzmaurice  Petty,  Marquis  of  Lansdowne. 


DCCXXXVL 

June  4,  1839. 

A  Church  Discipline  Act  was  introduced  into  the  Lords  on  the  12th 
of  April  by  the  Chancellor,  and  carried  through  the  Upper  House.  It 
received  however  such  extensive  alterations,  and  came  into  Committee  of 
the  Lower  House  at  so  late  a  date,  that  Lord  Bussell  moved  the  discharge 
of  the  order  for  reading  it  on  the  14th  of  August. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  going  into  Committee. 

1st,  Because,  tbough  the  ecclesiastical  Judges  derive  their  power 
in  foro  exterioriy  even  in  spiritual  matters^  from  the  State,  their 
authority  is  independent  of,  and  pre-existent  to,  the  sanction  of 
the  temporal  law,  which  merely  adds  temporal  consequences  to  the 
ecclesiastical  censures,  the  infliction  of  which  is  a  part  of  the  power 
of  the  keys  vested  in  the  Church  by  its  Divine  founder^  and 
exercised  by  it  in  the  earliest  ages :  it  follows,  therefore,  that  the 
State,  though  it  may  refuse  to  add  a  civil  sanction  to  the  exercise 
of  the  spiritual  authority,  cannot  either  grant  that  authority, 
which  does  not  spring  from  any  human  source,  or  take  it  away 
from  any  one  of  those,  in  whom  the  Divine  constitution  of  the 
Church  has  vested  it.  Consequently  this  Bill,  prohibiting  in  every 
diocese  the  exercise  of  all  spiritual  jurisdiction,  so  &r  as  any 
spiritual  censure  on  a  criminous  clergyman  is  concerned,  except 
that  of  the  Court  of  Arches,  doth  exceed  the  power  of  human  law, 
inasmuch  as  it  affects  to  deprive  bishops  of  that  essential  authority, 
and  inherent  right,  which  appertain  to  their  sacred  office  by  the 
Word  of  Grod;  and  which  they,  at  their  consecration,  have 
promised  and  vowed,  that  they,  by  the  help  of  God,  will  fiiithftdly 
and  duly  exercise,  by  correcting  and  punishing  such  as  be  criminous 
within  their  respective  dioceses. 

This  fundamental  objection  to  the  Bill  is  not  removed  by  the 
26th  clause,  which  professes  to  save  '  any  authority  over  the 
clergy,  which  bishops  may  now  according  to  law  exercise  personally 
and  without  judicial  process.'     For,  judicial  process  is  essential  to 
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the  due  exercise  of  episcopal  aathority,  which,  without  it,  ceases 
to  be  judicial,  and  must  become  either  arbitrary  or  utterly 
ineffective.  It  is  prescribed  by  the  Apostle:  it  was  used  and 
practised  in  the  Church  for  three  hundred  years  before  Christianity 
became  the  religion  of  any  State,  or  its  laws  and  discipline  were 
enforced  by  any  human  government.  Its  necessity  is  recognized 
and  asserted  by  all  the  soundest  and  ablest  divines  of  the  Reformed 
Church  of  England,  who  have  written  on  the  nature  of  the  visible 
Church,  by  Bishops  Jewell,  Bilson,  Hall,  Bramhall,  Stillingfleet, 
Jeremy  Taylor,  and  Beveridge,  by  Hooker,  Field,  Hammond,  and 
many  other  luminaries  of  that  age  in  which  theological  learning 
in  England  was  most  diligently  and  most  successfully  cultivated, 
not  to  mention  other  authorities  of  the  last  and  the  present 
centuries. 

2ndly,  Because,  to  prohibit  judicial  process,  even  in  the  domestic 
forum  of  the  bishop,  and  thereby,  as  was  admitted  in  debate,  to 
extinguish  all  episcopal  jurisdiction,  on  the  plea  that  the  Church 
is  now  protected  by  the  State,  is  to  confound  things  essentially 
distinct — ^it  is,  in  effect,  however  laudably  intended,  to  betray  the 
Church,  and  to  mislead  the  State.  On  the  one  hand,  it  forbids 
the  exercise  of  the  most  sacred  rights  and  duties  of  those  to  whom 
they  are  committed  by  the  Word  of  God  (being  thus  an  act  of 
direct  persecution),  and  professes  to  transfer  them  to  another, 
whom  no  human  law  can  empower  to  exercise  them,  in  some  of 
the  highest  particulars  enumerated  in  the  Bill:  such  are 
excommunication,  deposition,  and  degradation;  judgments  which 
cannot  be  pronounced  by  any  but  those  to  whom  the  Divine  Head 
of  the  Church  hath  committed  the  keys  of  his  kingdom  and  the 
power  to  bind  and  to  loose. 

On  the  other  hand,  while  the  Bill  thus  seeks  to  arm  a  layman, 
by  authority  of  Parliament,  with  that  spiritual  sword,  which  not 
the  highest  lay  potentate  on  earth  can  wield,  it  hides  from  the 
Sovereign,  and  from  the  great  council  of  the  nation,  that  solemn 
daiy  which  '  He  by  whom  Kings  reign  and  Princes  decree  justice  ' 
hafli  inseparably  annexed  to  Christian  magistracy — ^the  duty  of 
upholding  and  enforcing  the  essential  discipline  of  His  Church ; — a 
doty,  which  this  State,  so  long  as  it  acknowledges  our  own  apostolic 
branch  of  that  Church,  can  only  discharge  by  sustaining  and 
strengthening,  in  all  things  necessary,  the  government  by  bishops — 
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a  duty  which  the  Sovereigns  of  this  realm  have   ever  hitherto 
religiously  observed,  and  which  the  L^islature  hath  repeatedly 
reoognized  in  its  most  solemn  Acts,  especially  in  that  great  Statute 
of  24  Henry  VIII,  cap.  la,  which  most  eloquently,  yet    most 
accurately,  sets  forth  the  constitution    of   this   imperial    realm 
^governed  by  one  supreme  head  under   whom   a   body  politic, 
compact  of  all  sorts  and  degrees  of  people,  divided  in  terms  and 
by  names  of  spiritualty  and  temporalty  are  bound  to  bear,  next 
to  God,  a  natural  and  humble  obedience,'  'that  part  of  the  said 
body  politic  called  the  spiritualty  having  always   been  thought, 
and  being  also,  at  this  hour,  found  sufficient  and  meet  of  itself, 
without  the  intermeddling  of  any  exterior  person  or  persons,  to 
administer  all  such  offices  and  duties,  as  to  their  rooms  spiritual 
doth  appertain :'  and  again,  in  those  more  modern  Statutes,  which 
are,  as  it  were,  the  landmarks  of  the  constitution,  the  i  Willimn 
and  Mary,  cap.  6,  framed  by  Mr.  Somers  and  the  other  enlightened 
patriots  of  that  day,  and  embodying  the  contract  between  the 
Sovereign  and  the  people  in  the  coronation  oath ;  of  which  contract 
the    'preserving   the   rights  and   privileges  of  the  bishops  and 
clergy'  are  a  prominent  part: — and  the  Act  of  Union  with  Scotland, 
reciting  and  confirming,  as  a  fimdamental  article  of  that  union, 
the  Act  for  securing  the   Church   of  England,   in  which  it   is 
especially  provided,  that  every  King  or  Queen,  coming  to  the 
royal  government  of  the  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  shall  take 
and  subscribe  an  oath  that  he  will  maintain  to  the  utmost  of  his 
power,  not  only  'the  doctrine  and  worship'  but  'the  discipline 
and  government  of  the  Church  of  England.' 

In  accordance  with  this  language  of  the  laws  have  been  the 
solemn  declarations  of  our  most  illustrious  Princes,  claiming  indeed, 
as  is  their  due  by  the  laws  of  God  and  man,  to  be  '  over  all  persons 
and  in  all  causes  both  spiritual  and  temporal  supreme,'  yet 
disclaiming  all  authority  of  ministering  God's  Word,  of  which 
the  power  of  the  keys  and  of  binding  and  loosing  is  an  essential 
part ;  in  a  word,  having  both  the  right  and  the  duty  to  rule  all 
estates  and  degrees  of  men  committed  to  their  charge  by  God,  and 
restrain  with  the  civil  sword  the  stubborn  and  evil  doers. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Dean  of  the  Arches,  holding  only  a  limited 
commission  from  his  Grace  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  whidi 
commission  does  not  extend  to  original  jurisdiction  in  any  diocese 
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whatsoeYer,  would  not  have  even  the  Bemblance  of  ecclesiastical 
aathoriiy  to  exercise  the  powers  proposed  to  be  given  to  him  by 
this  Bill.  Neither  can  this  fundamental  defect  be  supplied  by  any 
new  and  enlarged  commission  from  the  Archbishop,  who  hath  not 
himself  a  right  of  original  jurisdiction  (except  in  cases  of  nullities) 
in  any  other  diocese  than  his  own^  such  right  being  contrary  to 
the  laws  of  the  Primitive  Church,  always  hitherto  held  sacred — 
ccmtraiy  to  a  Canon  of  the  Council  of  Nice,  acknowledged  by  the 
laws  both  of  the  Church  and  of  the  State  of  England  to  be  the 
first  CEJcumenical  Council; — contrary  to  the  Canonical  Law  of 
England,  as  expounded  even  by  Lynwood  the  highest  authority 
for  interpreting  that  law,  himself  official  principal  of  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  of  his  day,  who  expressly  says  *the 
Archbishop  cannot  depute  officials  to  hear  causes  in  the  diocese 
of  any  of  his  suffiragans ;  for,  as  the  Archbishop  himself  cannot 
constitute  an  official  in  the  diocese  of  another  bishop,  neither  can 
he  there  exercise  any  thing  which  concerns  judicial  powers/ 
Indeed  the  assumption  by  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  or  his 
officers  of  original  or  concurrent  jurisdiction,  in  another  diocese, 
hath  been  repeatedly  adjudged  in  the  highest  Courts  in  England 
to  be  an  usurpation,  founded  solely  on  his  ancient  claim  of  being 
Lega^u9  natus  of  the  Pope.  So  that,  the  power  which  the  present 
Bill  recognizes  either  as  existing  or  as  possible  to  exist  in  the 
Court  of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  that  Court  cannot  really 
be  competent  to  exercise,  imless  the  supremacy,  claimed  by  the 
Pope,  do  indeed  reside,  within  this  Church,  in  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury. 

4thly,  Because  by  an  unprecedented  and  unprincipled  assumption 
of  power,  the  Bill  professes  to  subject  the  clergy  of  the  province 
of  York,  both  those  of  the  com-provincial  bishops  therein,  and 
even  tiiose  of  the  Archbishop  and  Metropolitan  himself  of  that 
province,  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury ;  whereas  the  province  of  York  and  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  archbishop  and  bishops  thereof,  are  as  wholly  independent  of 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  as  they  are  of  any  prelate  in  the 
most  remote  comer  of  the  Christian  world. 

5thly,  Because  the  only  advocate  of  the  Bill  who  discussed  its 
provisions,  admitting  in  several  important  particulars  that  great 
princix>le8  were  violated  by  it,  rested  its  justification  solely  on  the 
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practical  benefits  sought  thereby;  thus,  in  conformity  with  that 
fatal  policy,  which  has  been  the  bane  of  our  times,  proposing  to 
sacrifice^  in  a  matter  of  this  high  religious  nature,  principle  to 
expediency ;  although  the  highest  authority  in  the  Church,  by  just 
before  declaring  that  the  actual  result  even  of  the  present  most 
defective  state  of  ecclesiastical  discipline  is  such  as  admits  of  little 
improvement,  through  the  operation  of  law,  in  the  general  tone  of 
clerical  manners,  had  precluded  even  the  plea  of  any  urgent 
necessity  for  making  the  sacrifice. 

6thly,  Because  on  the  soundest  considerations,  even  of  expediency 
itself,  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  open  to  just  objection ;  inas- 
much, as  they  have  a  direct  tendency  to  destroy,  or  most  grievously 
to  impair,  the  wholesome  authority  of  bishops,  by  making  them, 
instead  of  judges,  to  become  merely  the  prosecutors  of  their  clergy 
before  a  lay  tribunal ;  or,  it  may  be,  to  employ  them  as  executioners 
of  the  sentences  of  that  tribunal. 

7thly,  Because,  although  it  may  be  true,  that  bishops  are  not 
likely  to  be  skilled  in  legal  science,  they  must  be  more  competent, 
than  laymen  can  be  expected  to  be,  to  decide  those  questions  of 
ecclesiastical  discipline,  which,  in  the  exercise  of  their  spiritual 
jurisdiction,  would  most  commonly  come  before  them.  As  eccle- 
siastics they  must  be  most  competent  to  decide,  whether  and  in 
what  degree  the  ecclesiastical  duties  of  a  clergyman  have  been 
violated ;  more  particularly,  because  many  things  are  criminal  in 
a  clergyman,  which  in  a  layman  would  be  merely  indecorous,  and 
not  always  even  indecorous ;  and  many  things  are  punishable  by 
the  Canon  Law,  and  the  principles  of  ecclesiastical  discipline,  to 
which  no  principle  of  temporal  law  is  even  applicable. — Again,  and 
in  a  still  higher  degree,  bishops  must  be  more  competent  than  lay 
judges,  to  decide  in  cases,  where  the  question  relates  to  the  sound- 
ness of  doctrines  taught  or  sanctioned  by  a  clergyman  ;  especially, 
as  the  constitution  of  the  Church  has  provided  him  with  an 
ecclesiastical  council  to  assist  him  in  his  decisions ;  and  meanwhile 
he  can  experience  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  best  legal  advice^ 
enabling  him  to  dispose  of  questions  of  law  as  satisfactorily  as  any 
ordinary  Court. 

8thly  and  lastly,  Because,  if  this  Bill  shall  pass  into  a  law,  that 
most  estimable  and  venerable  body  of  men,  the  clergy  of  England 
and  Wales,  will  be  reduced  to  a  worse  condition  than  any  other 
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class  of  her  Majesty's  subjects ;  being  made  liable  to  answer  to 
charges^  affecting  their  highest  religious  and  civil  rights — their 
feelings  and  charact^^  as  men — their  functions  as  Christian 
ministers — before  a  remote  judicature,  which^  because  it  is  remote^ 
can  never  inspire  confidence;  but  will  be  found  in  practice,  at  once 
to  prevent  the  prosecution  of  real  delinquency,  and  to  rob  calum- 
niated innocence  of  that  best  protection^  the  known  characters 
of  the  accused  and  the  accusers,  as  well  as  of  the  witnesses^  by 
\vhom  the  accusation  is  sustained  or  repelled. 

Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 


DCCXXXVII. 

July  4,  1889. 

Under  2  and  3  Victoria,  cap.  26,  considerable  powers  were  given  to 
the  Governor  and  Council  of  the  Island  of  Jamaica.  A  lengthy  debate 
was  taken  in  the  Lords  on  the  measure  during  its  passage  on  the  ist, 
2nd,  and  4th  of  July.  In  the  course  of  the  debate,  Lord  Brougham 
proposed  to  prohibit  the  Gbvemor  from  continuing  or  renewing  any 
money  bill,  or  appropriation  of  money  bill.  This  amendment  was 
rejected  and  the  following  protest  entered. 

ist^  Because  Acts  of  this  kind  set  all  considerations  of  sound 
policy,  of  generosity,  and  of  justice  at  defiance,  and  will  most 
likely  be  regarded  as  indicating  a  design  to  crush  whatever  spirit 
of  opposition  to  the  executive  government  may  at  any  time  and 
for  any  cause  show  itself  in  any  portion  of  the  colonial  provinces. 

2ndly,  Because  it  is  the  fundamental  principle  of  the  British 
Constitution,  which  was  intended  to  be  established  in  the  chartered 
colonies  by  the  common  law  of  the  Constitution,  and  was  finally 
promulgated  in  1778,  that  no  taxes  whatever  shall  be  levied,  and 
that  no  part  of  the  taxes  levied  upon  the  people  shall  be  applied  to 
any  purpose  whatever,  without  the  consent  of  their  representatives 
in  Parliament;  and  this  controul  over  the  revenue  ought  in  an 
especial  manner  to  be  vested  in  the  people  of  the  colonies,  seeing 
that  it  never  can  give  them  the  same  unlimited  influence  which 
it  confers  upon  the  people  of  the  parent  state ;  for  if  supplies 
are  withheld  by  the  Commons  of  England  on  account  of  gprievance, 
the  Crown  has  no  other  resource,  and  the  grievance  must  be 
redressed  ;  whereas  if  the  Commons  of  the  colony  withhold  supplies 
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for  the  like  reasons,  the  Crown  cannot  by  this  proceeding  be 
obliged  to  redress  the  grievance  as  long  as  the  Parliament  of  the 
mother  country  is  willing  to  fiimish  the  fands  required. 

3rdly,  Because  the  interfering  with  the  revenue  placed  by  the 
British  Parliament  at  the  disposal  of  the  colonial  assemblies  without 
their  consent  is  wholly  subversive  of  the  afore-mentioned  funda- 
mental principle,  and  directly  contrary  to  the  wise  and  salutary 
provisions  of  the  Act  passed  in  1778 ;  nor  does  it  at  all  signify 
that  this  is  said  only  to  be  done  upon  the  present  occasion,  and 
that  the  rights  of  the  colonial  Parliament  are  represented  as  lefb 
unimpaired;  the  precedent  of  1839  will  ever  after  be  cited  in 
support  of  such  oppressive  proceedings,  as  often  as  the  Commons 
of  any  colony  may  withhold  supplies,  how  justifiable  soever  their 
refusal  may  be,  or  in  whatever  designs  the  executive  Government 
may  be  engaged. 

4thly,  Because  the  spirit  in  which  these  proceedings  are  conceived 
is  avowedly  adverse  to  the  opinions  and  desires  of  a  vast  majoriiy 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Jamaica,  and  the  no  less  plainly  avowed 
object  in  bringing  them  forward  is  by  the  authoritative  declara- 
tion of  Parliament  to  put  down  the  principles  and  to  thwart  the 
inclinations  so  generally  prevailing  among  the  people  of  that 
colony. 

5thly,  Because  these  proceedings,  so  closely  resembling  the 
&tal  measures  that  severed  the  United  States  from  Great  Britain 
on  this  day  three  score  years  and  three,  have  their  origin  in 
principles  and  derive  their  support  from  reasonings  which  form 
a  prodigious  contrast  to  the  whole  grounds  and  the  only  defence 
of  the  policy  during  later  years  so  justly  and  so  wisely  sanctioned 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament  in  administering  the  affidrs  of  the 
mother  country.  Nor  is  it  easy  to  imagine  that  the  inhabitants 
of  either  the  American  or  the  European  branches  of  the  empire 
shall  contemplate  so  strange  a  contrast  without  drawing  inferences 
there&om  discreditable  to  the  character  of  the  Legislature  and 
injurious  to  the  future  safety  of  the  State.  When  they  mark  with 
what  different  measure  we  mete  to  three  hundred  thousand  inhabi- 
tants of  a  remote  province  unrepresented  in  Parliament,  and  to  six 
millions  of  our  fellow  citizens  nearer  home  and  making  themselves 
heard  by  their  representatives,  the  reflection  will  assuredly  arise 
in  Jamaica,  and  may  possibly  find  its  way  into  Ireland,  that  the 
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sacred  roles  of  justdce,  the  most  worthy  feelings  of  national 
generosity,  and  the  soundest  principles  of  enlightened  policy,  may 
be  appealed  to  in  vain,  if  the  demands  of  the  snitor  be  not  also 
supported  by  personal  interests  and  party  views,  and  political 
fears^  among  those  whose  aid  he  seeks ;  while  all  men,  perceiving 
that  mmy  persons  have  found  themselves  at  liberty  to  hold  a 
course  towards  an  important  but  remote  province  which  their 
constituents  never  would  suffer  to  be  pursued  towards  the  most 
inconsiderable  burgh  of  the  United  Kingdom,  an  impression  will 
inevitably  be  propagated  most  dangerous  to  the  maintenance  of 
colonial  dominion,  that  the  people  can  never  safely  intrust  the 
powers  of  government  to  any  supreme  authority  not  residing 
among  themselves. 

6thly,  Because  nothing  can  be  more  contrary  to  the  spirit  of 
the  Emancipation  Act  than  taking  the  earliest  occasion  of  suppress- 
ing the  Constitution  of  a  colony  chiefly  inhabited  by  emancipated 
slaves,  and  thereby  depriving  the  negroes  of  the  constitutional 
privileges  which  all  freemen  have  heretofore  enjoyed,  as  soon  as 
they  became  themselves  for  the  first  time  free. 

ythly,  Because  if  any  such  measure  were  justified  by  being  shown 
to  be  necessary,  which  this  is  not,  the  mode  pursued  in  the  Bill 
is  the  worst  that  could  be  devised,  the  fitter  and  safer  course  being 
an  apx>eal  to  the  wisdom  of  Parliament,  and  not  the  devolution  of 
dictatorial  power  to  a  governor  in  council. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougfaom  and  Vauz. 

Qeorge  Eenyon,  Lord  Eenyon. 

yniliam  Forward  Howard,  Earl  of  Wioklow. 

John  Colville,  Lord  Ck>lvill0. 

Edward  Jervis  Jervis,  Yiscount  St.  Vinoent. 

DCCXXXVIII. 

July  6,  1839. 

On  this  day  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  moved  a  series  of  resolutions 
(Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xlviii,  p.  1 234  sqq.,  and  1 254).  These  resolu- 
tions with  some  modifications  were  agreed  to ;  the  first  by  229  to  1 18. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  the  Church  of  England  as  by  law  established  has 
been  for  three  centuries  in  possession  of  great  wealth,  and  being 
entrusted  with  the  education  of  the  people  has  not  performed  its 
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duty  in  that  respect,  as  has  been  proved  by  the  gross  ignorance  of 
the  peasantry,  more  particularly  in  the  vicinity  of  Canterbury. 

2ndly,  Because  the  Church  of  England  established  in  Ireland, 
infinitely  more  wealthy  than  the  Church  in  England^  had  for 
seventy  years  and  upwards  the  disposal  of  enormous  parliamentaiy 
grants  and  of  other  vast  funds  for  the  support  of  charter  and 
other  schools  into  which  a  catechism  was  introduced  teaching  the 
Boman  Catholic  children  that  their  parents  were  wicked  and 
damnable  heretics,  thereby  destroying  the  most  endearing  duties 
of  social  life;  and  the  charter  schools  were  ultimately  and  of 
necessity  closed  in  consequence  of  their  proved  immorality  and 
the  pollution  in  some  instances  of  the  in&nt  scholars  by  their 
masters. 

Valentine  Browne  Lawless,  Lord  Clonourry. 

DCCXXXIX,  DCCXL. 

July  25,  1839. 

The  two  following  protests  were  entered  against  the  third  reading  of 
the  Church  Discipline  Bill. 

Because,  owing  to  the  long  pleadings  and  the  mode  of  taking 
evidence  in  the  ecclesiastical  courts,  the  expense  and  delay  of 
those  courts  is  so  great  that  many  clerks  who  have  misconducted 
themselves  have  remained  unpunished,  in  consequence  of  no  person 
being  willing  to  bear  those  expenses  and  delays. 

Because  from  the  first  establishment  of  the  English  Church 
the  duty  of  deciding  on  charges  made  against  clerks  has  belonged 
to  the  bishops;  that  duty  cannot  be  taken  from  them  without 
greatly  diminishing  the  utility  of  and  the  respect  in  which  bishops 
are  held. 

Because  it  is  admitted  that  this  Bill  wants  many  corrections, 
and  it  is  unwise  at  any  time  to  send  an  imperfect  Bill  from  this 
House  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and  particularly  so  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session,  when  the  Commons  have  not  sufficient  time 
to  amend  it. 

William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 

Because  to  pass  a  Bill  on  a  subject  of  so  much  moment,  of  which, 
by  reason  of  its  great,  manifest,  and  manifold  imperfections,  it  is 
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acknowledged  by  its  authors  and  warmest  advocates  that  it  cannot 
be  expected  and  ought  not  in  its  present  state  to  become  an  Act 
of  the  Legislatare,  is  derogatory  to  the  honour  of  this  House,  and 
would  be  a  precedent  of  the  most  dangerous  character,  if  the 
glaring  unfitness  of  such  a  proceeding  did  not  forbid  all  apprehen- 
sion that  it  will  ever  hereafter  be  imitated. 

Henry  Fhilpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 


DCCXLI. 

August  5,  1839. 

llie  Penny  Posta^  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  in  the  House  of  Lords 
on  this  day,  being  introduced  by  Lord  Melbourne.  It  caused  a  long 
debate  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xlix,  p.  1207),  but  was  carried  with- 
out a  division.     The  following  protest  was  entered. 

Because  I  consider  the  experiment  dangerous^  in  the  present 
state  of  the  revenue  of  the  country,  and  the  proposed  advantage, 
even  to  the  class  for  whose  benefit  it  has  been  principally  devised, 
very  much  overrated. 

Charles  Herbert  Pierrepont,  Earl  Manvers. 

DCCXLII. 

August  6,  1839. 

A  series  of  resolutions  (five  in  number)  were  moved  in  the  Lords  by 
Lord  Brougham  on  the  Administration  of  Criminal  Justice,  in  Ireland. 
The  two  last  were  as  follows : — 

'(i)  Eesolved,  by  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament 
assembled,  That  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Executive  Government,  when  con- 
sidering any  case  of  conviction  had  before  any  of  the  King's  judges,  with 
a  view  to  remitting  or  commuting  the  sentence,  to  apply  for  information  to 
the  judge  or  judges  who  tried  the  case,  and  to  affonl  such  judge  or  judges 
an  opportunity  of  giving  their  opinion  on  such  case,  unless  circumstances 
should  exist  which  render  any  such  application  impossible,  or  only  possible 
with  an  inconvenient  delay ;  but  that  it  is  not  necessary  that  the  Execu- 
tive (3t>vemment  should  be  bound  to  follow  the  advice,  if  any,  tendered 
by  such  judge  or  judges. 

'  (2)  Besolved,  by  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  in  Parliament  as- 
sembled, That  the  prerogative  of  pardoning  all  offences  in  the  conviction 
for  which  private  parties  are  not  interested,  and  other  than  offences 
against  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  (31  Charles  II,  cap.  2),  is  a  high,  indis- 
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putable,  inalienable  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  but  that  it  ifl  vested  in 
the  Crown  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  administration  of  jostioe,  and 
is  to  be  exercised  so  as  best  to  attain  that  important  object ;  that  it  ought 
never  to  be  exercised  without  full  and  deliberate  inquiry  into  all  the 
circumstances  of  each  case  and  each  individual ;  and  that  its  exercise 
ought  to  depend  on  those  circumstances,  and  never  on  the  accident  of 
the  Sovereign,  or  his  representative,  happening  to  visit  the  place  where  an 
ofiPender  under  sentence  may  be  confined.' 

The  resolutions  were  carried  by  86  to  52,  and  the  following  protest  was 
inserted. 

istj  Because  the  two  last  resolutions  contain  abstract  propositions 
relating  to  the  principles  on  which  a  power  vested  by  the  Consti- 
tution in  the  Crown  should  hereafter  be  exercised ;  and  although  it 
be  the  undoubted  privilege  of  the  hereditary  advisers  of  the  Crown 
humbly  to  suggest  to  the  Throne  the  exercise  of  such  Royal  pre- 
rogative in  special  cases,  where,  according  to  their  judgment,  such 
exercise  is  necessary  and  expedient,  as  well  as,  on  the  other  hand, 
to  oflfer  their  advice  against  any  exercise  thereof  which  appears  to 
them  hazardous  or  injurious  to  the  public  interests,  yet  we  are  not 
aware  that  it  has  been  usual,  or  can  be  constitutional  or  becoming 
in  this  House,  spontaneously  and  unnecessarily  to  lay  down  certain 
abstract  rules  for  the  guidance  of  the  Crown  in  the  use  of  powers 
which  are  placed  by  the  Constitution  at  its  discretion,  and  the 
proper  exercise  of  which  may  depend  upon  circumstances  which  it 
is  impossible  for  us  to  foresee.  Such  a  proceeding  must  have  a 
tendency  to  fetter  the  prerogative,  and  limit  the  discretion  vrhich 
the  law  has  intrusted  to  the  Prince  and  his  responsible  ministers. 
The  impropriety  of  such  a  course  appears  more  manifest,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  calculated  to  give  countenance  to  a  suspicion  that  the  Lords 
of  Parliament,  not  contented  with  the  high  functions  assigned  to 
them  by  the  Constitution  of  the  country,  are  desirous  of  obtaining 
a  share  in  other  prerogatives  which  it  has  placed  elsewhere,  though 
it  has  subjected  the  exercise  of  them  to  responsibility. 

2ndly,  Because  the  power  of  pardon,  which  Mr.  Justice  Black- 
stone  emphatically  describes  to  be  *  the  most  personal  and  the  most 
his  own'  of  all  the  prerogatives  of  the  King,  appears  to  us  the  last 
which  can  invite  or  justify  the  interposition  of  one  House  of  Par- 
liament with  new  regulations  and  restrictions  on  its  exercise.  The 
obligation  attempted  to  be  imposed  on  the  Crown  by  these  reso- 
lutions, namely,  the  necessity  of  previous  consultation  with  the 
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judge,  would  in  many  possible,  and  some  not  improbable,  instances, 
be  at  variance  both  with  the  theory  on  which  the  prerogfative  of 
mercy  is  preserved  in  our  Constitution  and  with  the  duties  which 
the  judicial  character  supposes  in  our  judges.  The  best  writers  on 
the  principle  of  general  law,  as  well  as  the  ablest  commentators  on 
our  own  have  justified  the  prerogative  of  mercy  inherent  in  the 
Crown  on  the  acknowledged  maxim, '  that  the  power  of  judging  and 
pardoning  a  criminal  should  nev^  centre  in  one  and  the  same  per- 
son/ Yet  the  practical  efiect,  if  any,  of  these  resolutions,  would  be, 
virtually  to  transfer  from  the  Prince  and  his  responsible  advisers  to 
the  judge  who  tried,  the  power  of  pardoning  the  criminal  he  had 
condemned,  thereby,  in  the  strong  language  of  the  above-cited 
authorities,  '  obliging  him  to  contradict  himself,  to  make  and  un- 
make  his  decisions,  tending  to  confound  all  ideas  of  right  amoug 
tiie  mass  of  the  people,  and  rendering  it  difficult  to  tell  whether 
a  prisoner  was  discharged  for  his  iunocencCj  or  pardoned  through 
favour  or  compassion.' 

3rdly,  Because,  although  a  judge  can  unquestionably  afford  the 
best  and  most  satisfactory  testimony  to  all  circumstances  of  doubt 
and  extenuation  which  have  appeared  on  the  trial,  and  consequently 
should,  wherever  mercy  is  extended  upon  such  considerations,  be 
previously  informed  and  chiefly  consulted,  yet  we  apprehend  that 
there  are  many  and  strong  motives  to  mercy,  moral,  prudential, 
and  political,  on  which  persons  officially  intrusted  with  the  strict 
interpretation  and  application  of  the  law  are  far  from  being  the 
most  competent  judges  or  the  safest  advisers  ;  services  rendered  by 
the  prisoner  either  before  or  subsequent  to  his  trial,  discoveries  and 
disclosures  made  by  him  of  past  delinquencies,  or  of  designs  on 
foot,  the  proofs  and  consequences  of  his  entire  and  sincere  repen* 
tsnce,  together  with  various  other  conceivable  reasons  of  state  and 
policy,  may  all  furnish  legitimate  grounds  for  the  exercise  of  mercy, 
as  long  as  our  Constitution  preserves  inviolate  to  the  Crown  that 
godlike  attribute  ;  and  yet  the  consideration  of  such  circumstances 
are  surely  peculiarly  unfitted,  and  perhaps  even  unwholesome,  for 
minds  engaged  in  the  stem  and  impartial  discharge  of  the  duties 
becoming  a  criminal  judge. 

Henry  Richard  Fox  Yassall,  Lord  Holland. 
Charles  William  Fitzwilliam,  Earl  EitiwiUiBm. 
Edward  John  Littleton,  Lord  Hatherton. 
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William  Charles  Keppel,  Earl  of  Albemarle. 

John  William  Ponsonby,  Lord  Duncannon. 

George  William  Campbell,  Lord  Sundridge  (Duke  of  Ai^U). 

G^eorge  William  Frederic  Villiers,  Earl  of  dBrendon. 

Hemy  Bromley,  Lord  Montfort. 

Charles  Eose  Ellis,  Lord  Seaford. 

Thomas  Atherton  Powys,  Lord  Lilford. 

Charles  Brownlow,  Lord  Lurg^an. 

William  King  Noel,  Earl  of  Lovelace. 

William  Conyngham  Plunket^  Lord  Flnnket. 

Nathaniel  Clements,  Lord  Clements  (Earl  of  Leitrim). 

Henry  Villiers  Stuart,  Lord  Stuart  de  Dedes. 

Arthur  James  Plunket^  Earl  of  FingalL 

Cornelius  O'Callaghan,  Lord  Idsmore  (Viscount  Lismore). 

William  Lewis  Hughes,  Lord  Dinorbeii. 

Archibald  Acheson,  Earl  of  Qosford. 

Gilbert  Eliot  Murray  Kynynmound,  Earl  of  Minto. 

Thomas  Henry  Foley,  Lord  Foley. 

Edward  Pryce  Lloyd,  Lord  Mostyn. 

Paul  Methuen,  Lord  Methuen. 

Nicholas  William  Ridley  Colbome,  Lord  Colbome. 

Lucius  Bentinck  Carey,  Lord  Hunsdon  (Viscount  Falkland). 

Charles  Noel,  Lord  Barham. 

John  Thomas  Stanley,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley. 

William  Francis  Spencer  Ponsonby,  Lord  De  Mauley. 


DCCXLIII. 

August  18,  1839. 

By  2  and  3  Victoria,  cap.  83,  the  Poor  Law  Commission  was  continued 
till  the  14th  of  August,  1840,  and  from  thence  to  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament.  The  following  protest  is  inserted  against  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

1st,  Because  the  proposed  law  continues  to  give  to  commissionerB 
the  power  of  making  rules^  orders^  and  regulations  which  are  to 
have  the  same  force  and  authority  as  Acts  of  Parliament,  a  power 
which  is  altogether  inconsistent  with  the  British  Constitution^ 
which  is  despotic  and  dictatorial,  and  which  ought  not  to  be 
allowed. 

2ndly,  Because  it  continues  to  place  under  the  absolute  control  of 
the  said  commissioners  all  those  who  may  through  misfortune,  and 
without  any  misconduct  of  their  own,  be  compelled  to  apply  to 
their  parishes  for  relief. 
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3TdI]r,  Because  it  continaes  to  violate  with  the  most  flagrant 
injustice  the  natural  rights  of  the  labouring  classes^  and  to  deprive 
them  of  their  ancient  and  legal  claim  to  such  employment  or  relief 
when  they  are  destitute  or  disabled^  as  the  vestries  of  their  respec- 
tive parishes  might  determine. 

4thly,  Because  it  continues  to  deprive  those  who  pay  the  poor 
rates  of  the  rights  to  which,  both  in  law  and  in  reason  they  were 
justly  entitled^  of  expending  those  rates  in  the  manner  which 
they  considered  most  conducive  to  the  welfare  of  the  poor  in  their 
own  parishes. 

5thly,  Because  under  the  new  Poor  Law,  which  it  is  now  proposed 
to  continue,  prisons  have  been  built  under  the  name  of  workhouses, 
and  poverty  is  punished  as  a  crime,  without  making  any  distinction 
between  the  able-bodied  and  the  infirm^  between  the  idle  and  the 
industrious,  between  the  worthless  and  the  deserving. 

6thly,  Because  under  that  law  those  who  are  willing  to  work,  but 
unable  to  find  work,  are  not  provided  with  employment,  and  have 
in  numberless  cases  been  refused  relief,  except  under  the  condition 
of  being  confined  in  what  are  called  union  workhouses,  where 
husbands  have  been  separated  from  their  wives^  and  parents  from 
their  children,  and  poor  persons  have  been  removed  from  their 
relations  and  friends  amongst  whom  they  had  hitherto  resided. 

ythly.  Because  the  many  grievous  acts  of  injustice  and  oppression 
which  have  been  committed  under  that  law  have  excited  great  and 
general  indignation^  and  ought  to  be  efiectually  prevented  for  the 
future. 

8thly,  Because  that  law,  by  its  manifest  tendency  to  lower  the 
wages  of  labour,  by  its  depriving  the  labouring  classes  of  the 
protection  which  they  heretofore  enjoyed,  and  which  is  justly  their 
due,  and  by  its  aggravating  their  distress^  must  render  them 
discontented,  and  may  drive  them  to  despair  and  disaflection. 

9thly,  Because  that  law  is  contrary  to  the  precept  of  religion,  is 
unjust  in  its  nature^  oppressive  in  its  operation,  and  injurious  to  the 
whole  community  by  endangering  the  public  peace  and  the  security 
of  property. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 


206  PROTESTS.  a.d.  1839. 


DCCXLIV. 
August  15,  1839. 

An  Address  had  been  sent  by  the  Lords  to  the  Crown,  on  the  2nd  of 
August,  praying  that  measures  be  taken  for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  under  the  flag  of  Brazil  and  Portugal,  and  that  the  cruisers  in  the 
service  should  be  used  for  the  purpose.  An  answer  was  given  affirmatively 
to  this  address,  and  an  Act  for  the  suppres^n  of  the  Slave  Trade  was 
read  a  second  time  this  day  (2  and  3  Victoria,  cap.  57), — see  Hansard, 
Third  Series,  vol.  1,  p.  300.    The  second  reading  was  carried  by  39  to  28. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  authorize  an  officer  of 
the  Crown  to  order  the  adoption  of  measures  of  hostility  agamst 
Portugal,  and  other  operations  of  war,  not  founded  upon  any  public 
declaration  of  the  Sovereign^  or  message  to  this  House  in  the  usual 
form,  annoimcing  the  necessity  for  such  measures  and  operations, 
and  calling  upon  the  House  to  give  its  legislative  assistance  to 
enable  her  Majesty  to  carry  into  execution  and  perform  the  same,  if 
such  assistance  should  be  necessary. 

2ndly^  Because  this  House  has  not  before  it  the  information 
to  enable  its  members  to  judge  of  the  expediency  and  necessity  for 
these  measures,  and  operations  of  the  force  necessary  to  cany  into 
execution  and  carry  on  the  same,  of  the  probable  resistance  and 
retaliation  of  Portugal  and  other  powers,  and  in  that  case  of  the 
means  of  resistance  of  this  country,  for  the  protection  of  her 
Majesty's  dominions  abroad,  and  of  the  innocent  and  defenceless 
commerce  of  her  subjects  in  all  parts  of  the  world. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Constitution  of  this  Kingdom  and  uniform 
practice  have  been  to  leave  to  the  Sovereign,  acting  by  the  advice 
of  her  servants,  the  decision  on  all  questions  of  peace  or  vTar,  and  to 
cany  into  execution  such  measures  and  to  order  such  operati<ms  as 
the  Sovereign  might  be  advised. 

4thly^  Because  the  enactment  by  Parliament  of  measures  and 
operations  of  war  against  a  power  of  Europe  is  unusual  and 
unconstitutional. 

5thly,  Because  the  enactments  of  the  first  clause  in  the  Bill 
enable  the  Lord  High  Admiral^  or  any  one  of  her  Majesty's 
Secretaries-  of  State,  to  authorize  any  person  or  persons,  that  is, 
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in  a  priyateer^  letter  of  marque,  or  otherwise,  to  detain,  visit, 
demand,  search  for,  and  examine  the  papers  of  any  vessels  engaged^ 
or  by  such  persons  supposed  to  be  engaged,  in  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
in  case  such  vessels  should  not  have  on  board,  or  the  masters 
thereof  diould  refuse  or  neglect  to  produce^  on  demand^  papers 
showing  that  they  are  justly  entitled  to  claim  the  protection  of  the 
flag  of  any  state  or  nation,  to  detain,  seize,  and  capture  such 
vessels,  and  this  while  the  existing  treaty  with  the  King  of  the 
French  for  the  purpose  of  more  effectually  suppressing  the  criminal 
traffic  called  the  Slave  Trade  stipulates  that  a  mutual  right  of  search 
might  be  exercised  on  board  the  vessels  of  each  of  the  two  nations 
within  certain  waters,  but  that  the  right  of  search  shall  be  exercised 
only  by  ships  of  war  whose  commanders  shall  have  the  rank  of 
wytain^  or  at  least  that  of  lieutenant  in  the  royal  navy ;  that  the 
number  of  ships  invested  with  this  right  shall  be  fixed  each  year 
by  special  agreement ;  that  the  names  of  the  ships  and  of  their 
commanders  shall  be  communicated  by  each  of  the  Governments  to 
the  otiier,  and  information  ^ven  of  all  changes ;  that  the  ships 
of  war  authorized  te  exercise  the  reciprocal  right  of  search  shall 
be  furnished  with  a  special  authority  from  each  of  the  two 
Grovemmente ;  that  the  search  shall  be  exercised  only  within  the 
waters,  as  described^  that  is  to  say,  the  West  Coast  of  Africa  from 
the  loth  d^ree  of  south  latitude  to  the  15th  degree  of  north  lati- 
tude as  &r  as  the  30th  degree  of  west  longitude  from  the  meridian 
of  Paris,  all  round  the  island  of  Madagascar  te  the  extent  of  twenty 
leagues  from  the  island,  te  the  same  distance  from  the  islands  of 
Cuba  and  Forte  Bico  and  from  the  coast  of  Brazil ;  that  whenever 
a  merchant  vessel  shall  have  been  overtaken,  being  liable  te  sus- 
picion, the  commanding  officer,  before  he  proceeds  te  the  search^ 
shall  exhibit  te  the  captain  of  the  merchant  vessel  the  special  orders 
which  confer  upon  him,  by  exception,  the  right  te  visit  her ;  the 
treaty  then  proceeds  to  specify  the  places  to  which  shall  be  sent  for 
adjudication  French  merchant  ships  detained  by  her  Britannic 
Majesty's  ships,  being  all  of  them  places  in  which  the  jurisdiction 
was  te  be  French. 

But  the  first  and  all  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  which  enable  the 
liord  High  Admiral  or  any  Secretary  of  State  te  authorize  any 
person  or  persons  te  detain,  search,  seize,  and  capture  any  vessels^ 
require  tiiat  the  same  shall  be  brought  for  adjudication  in  the  High 
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Court  of  Admiralty  in  England,  or  in  any  Vice- Admiralty  Court 
within  her  Majesty's  dominions. 

6thly,  Because  treaties  to  a  similar  purport^  if  not  copies  of  the 
treaties  with  the  King  of  the  French,  have  been  concluded  for  the 
same  purpose  with  the  following  Powers  and  States : — ^The  King  of 
Sweden  and  Norway  ;  the  King  of  Denmark ;  the  Queen  of  Spain; 
the  King  of  Sardinia ;  the  King  of  the  Two  Sicilies ;  the  King  of 
the  Netherlands ;  the  Hanse  Towns;  the  Grand  Duke  of  Tuscany. 

7thly,  Because  the  fourth  section  of  the  Bill  particularly  refers 
to  the  equipment  of  a  merchant  vessel,  which  being  found  on  board 
shall  be  considered  as  primd  facie  evidence  of  the  employment  of 
such  vessel  in  the  transport  of  negroes  or  others  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  them  to  slavery,  and  requires  that  such  vessels  shall  be 
brought  to  England  or  elsewhere  to  be  adjudicated  and  condemned 
in  a  British  court  of  justice,  notwithstanding  that  the  treaty  with 
the  King  of  the  French  contains  a  special  stipulation  upon  this 
very  subject  of  equipment,  and  provides  that  merchant  vessels  under 
French  colours  detained  and  found  to  be  equipped  shall  be  sent 
for  adjudication  to  a  particular  place  stated  there,  to  be  adjudged  by 
a  French  tribunal.  The  treaties  with  other  powers  contain  similar 
stipulations. 

8thly,  Because  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  convey  powers  to  the 
Lord  High  Admiral  and  to  the  Secretaries  of  State  to  give  instruc- 
tions to  her  Majesty's  cruizers,  and  to  give  authority  to  all  persons, 
which  must  occasion  breaches  of  the  stipulations  of  her  Majesty's 
engagements  with  nearly  all  the  powers  of  Europe,  if  exercised  as 
they  may  and  probably  will  be. 

9thly,  Because  the  exercise  of  the  powers  given  by  the  Bill  to 
the  Lord  High  Admiral  and  to  the  Secretaries  of  State  may  tend  to 
the  detention  and  search  for  papers,  and  the  consequences  of  these 
acts  on  board  the  merchant  vessels  belonging  to  the  citizens  of 
nations  or  subjects  of  powers  with  which  her  Majesty  is  not 
engaged  by  any  treaty  for  the  mutual  detention  and  search  of 
vessels  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  traffic  called  the  Slave 
Trade  may  be,  that  such  detention  and  search  may  be  resisted  or 
retaliated,  and  eventually  lead  to  other  measures  of  war. 

lothly.  Because  it  is  the  Sovereign,  with  the  advice  of  her 
Council,  who  ought  to  originate  such  measures  likely  to  be 
attended  by  such  consequences^  if  the  honour  or  interests  of  the 
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coimtiy  should  require  their  adoption,  and  not  the  Houses  of 
Parliament^  whose  duty  it  is  to  adopt  proceedings  in  support  of 
sQch  measures  when  regularly  called  upon  by  the  Sovereign  by 
message  in  the  usual  form. 

iithly,  Because  measures  so  unusual,  and  calculated  to  be 
attended  by  such  consequences,  are  not  necessaiy  in  order  to  obtain 
from  Portugal  the  due  execution  of  the  treaties  concluded  with  the 
SoTereigns  of  this  country ;  at  the  same  time  they  are  more  likely 
than  others  to  lead  to  permanent,  if  not  interminable,  hostilities 
between  the  two  nations. 

lathly,  Because  the  Bill  authorizes  the  capture  and  detention 
of  Portuguese  vessels  and  natives  of  Portugal,  subjects  to  the 
Crown  of  Portugal,  and  their  adjudication  before  a  British  tribunal, 
for  a  breach  of  treaty  with  the  Sovereign  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  and  a  breach  of  the  law  of  Portugal,  thus  assuming  a 
right  to  exercise  a' jurisdiction  at  sea  to  punish  a  foreigner  by 
the  sentence  of  the  courts  of  this  country  for  a  breach  of  the 
municipal  law  of  his  own  country. 

I3thly,  Because  such  proceedings  as  are  authorized  by  this  Bill 
are  inconsistent  with  the  ancient  and  honourable  policy  of  this 
country,  to  maintain  for  ourselves  peace  with  all  nations  by 
respecting  the  rights,  institutions,  and  independence  of  all,  and 
cultivating  their  goodwiU  by  friendly  relations;  to  promote  peace 
between  the  nations  of  the  world  in  general  by  our  good  offices 
and  exertions,  particularly  in  &vour  of  the  weak. 

William   Fitzgerald,    Lord  Eit2gerald   (Lord   Fitzgerald  and 

Vesci). 
Arihur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellinc^n. 
Qeorge  Percy,  Earl  of  Beverley. 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
James  Alexander  Erskine,  Earl  of  Bosslyn. 
Gomwallis  Maude,  Viscount  Hawarden. 
William  Courienay,  Earl  of  Devon. 
Charles  Manners  Sutton,  Yiscount  Canterbury. 
John  Butler,  Lord  Ormonde  (Marquis  of  Ormonde). 
CroBsley  Ashley  Cooper,  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 
William  Forward  Howard,  Earl  of  Wioklow. 
Bichard  Butler,  Earl  of  GlengalL 
John  Copley,  Lord  Lyndhurst. 
Philip  Charles  Sidney,  Lord  De  Lisle  and  Dudley. 


V0L.ni. 
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DCCXLV. 

August  15,  1839. 

The  following  protest  is  entered  against  the  third  reading  of  the  Poor 
Law  Commission  Continuance  Bill. 

1st,  Because,  after  so  many  Bills  have  been  rejected  because 
they  were  sent  up  from  the  Commons  so  late  in  the  Session^  this 
Bill,  to  which  a  large  majoriiy  of  the  labouring  classes  object, 
should  not  have  been  committed  after  one  in  the  morning  of  the 
1 6th  of  August,  when  only  twelve  Peers  were  in  the  House,  and 
when  it  could  not  receive  any  consideration. 

2ndly,  Because^  as  long  as  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  remain 
in  office^  the  poor  will  continue  subject  to  those  absurd^  unjust,  and 
cruel  regulations,  viz.  that  able-bodied  men  willing  to  work,  but 
imable  to  obtain  employment,  infirm  persons,  and  widows  with 
families,  citable  of  doing  something,  but  not  able  to  earn  su£Bcient 
for  their  maintenance,  men  whose  families  are  so  large  that  they 
cannot  be  supported  on  the  wages  which  these  men  earn,  are 
offered  the  alternative  of  starving  or  being  imprisoned  in  a  work- 
house. If  men  reduced  to  this  wretched  situation  by  those 
regulations  steal  (as  no  doubt  some  of  them  will),  the  authors  of 
the  regulations  are,  morally  speaking,  accessories  to  their  crimes. 

William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 


DCCXLVL 

August  19,  1889. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  third  reading  of  the 
Slave  Trade  Suppression  Bill,  which  was  carried  without  a  dividon. 

ist.  Because  no  commimication  has  been  made  to  this  House  by 
message  from  the  Queen  which  can  render  necessary  or  which  can 
alone  justify  this  House  in  agreeing  to  the  proposed  enactments  of 
this  Bill. 

2ndly,  Because  those  enactments  authorize  measures  and 
operations  of  war  against  the  subjects  of  a  foreign  power,  Por- 
tugal, and  their  property,  for  breaches  of  treaty  concluded  between 
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her  Majesty's  royal  predecessors  and  Fortuga],  and  for  offences 
committed  against  the  laws  of  Portugal  on  the  high  seas,  and  on 
the  coast  of  Africa,  and  provides  that  subjects  of  Portugal  and 
their  property  are  to  be  brought  to  England,  or  elsewhere  in  her 
Majesty's  dominions,  to  be  adjudicated  by  her  Majesty's  High 
Court  of  Admiralty  or  a  Court  of  Vice-Admiralty. 

3rdly,  Because  the  enactments  proposed  in  this  Bill  deprive  those 
foreigners  thus  to  be  adjudicated  of  all  national  protection. 

4thly,  Because  they  authorize  the  detention  at  sea,  the  board- 
ingy  the  demand^  search  for,  and  examination  of  the  papers  of  all 
vessels  met  at  sea  by  her  Majesty's  cruizers,  or  any  person  in 
her  Majesty's  service,  in  direct  violation  of  all  the  treaties  made 
with  each  of  nearly  all  the  powers  of  Europe  for  regulating  a 
mutual  right  of  search  by  ships  of  war  of  merchant  vessels  for 
the  suppression  of  the  traffic  called  the  Slave  Trade. 

5thly,  Because  the  amendments  in  the  first  clause  of  the  Bill 
leave  the  objection  to  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  search  exactly 
where  it  stood  in  the  Bill  before  it  was  discussed  and  altered  in 
Conmiittee. 

6thly,  Because  vessels  sailing  under  the  flag  of  any  nation  may 
be  detained,  boarded,  searched,  the  demand  for  papers  made  (which 
must  be  inspected)  before  the  illegal  or  predatory  character  of  the 
vessel  detained  can  be  established ;  each  of  which  acts  of  detention, 
boarding,  demand,  search  for,  and  examination  of  papers,  is  a 
violation  of  treaty  as  between  her  Majesty  and  each  of  nearly  all 
the  powers  of  Europe^  as  applied  to  vessels  sailing  under  their  flags 
respectively. 

7thly,  Because  the  exercise  of  such  right  of  detention,  boarding, 
search  for,  and  examination  of  papers,  of  vessels  on  the  high  seas 
in  time  of  peace,  has  been  declared  illegal  by  the  highest  judicial 
authority  that  ever  presided  over  the  English  Court  of  Admiralty. 

8thly^  Because  the  exercise  of  such  right  is  liable  to  be  resented 
and  retaliated  by  all  the  powers  of  the  world,  including  those 
with  which  her  Majesty  is  bound  by  treaties,  each  authorizing 
restricted  and  regulated  mutual  search  of  merchant  vessels  in 
certain  localities,  in  order  to  suppress  the  traffic  called  the  Slave 
Trade. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 
Comwallis  Maude,  Viscount  Hawarden. 

P  2 
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John  Thomas  iVeeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Qeorge  Percy,  Earl  of  Beverley. 

William   Fitzgerald^    Lord  Eitsgerald   (Lord   Fitzgerald   and 

Vesci). 
Hichard  Butler,  Earl  of  Glengall. 
John  Butler,  Lord  Ormonde  (Marquis  of  Ormonde). 
Charles  Manners  Sutton,  Viscount  Canterbury. 


DCCXLVIL 

August  26,  1889. 

An  Act  for  iJmproving  the  police  in  Bolton  had  heen  amended  hj  the 
Lords,  and  the  amendment  had  been  modified  in  the  Commons.  When 
the  Bill  came  back  to  the  Lords,  the  Duke  of  Wellington  complained  that 
the  course  taken  by  the  Commons  was  irr^^lar;  and  though  the  Lords 
agreed  to  the  amendment,  an  order  was  entered  that  the  Act  should  not 
be  drawn  into  a  precedent.  The  Duke  also  inserted  the  following 
protest. 

ist,  Because  the  amendment  made  by  the  Commons  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Bill  made  by  this  House^  press  7^  line  23 j  has  no 
relation  with  the  subject  matter  of  the  amendment  made  by  this 
House,  and  is  inconsistent  with  the  usual  course  and  practice  in 
relation  to  the  amendment  of  Bills  established  between  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
Charles  Manners  Sutton,  Viscount  Canterbury. 
Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vauz. 
Comwallis  Maude,  Viscount  Hawarden. 


DCCXLVin. 

April  11,  1840. 

A  Bill  had  been  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  entitled  '  An 
Act  to  give  summary  protection  to  persons  employed  in  the  publication  of 
Parliamentary  Papers,  and  to  persons  employed  in  the  execution  of  certain 
warrants  granted  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons.'  The 
stimulus  to  this  l^slation  was  Stockdale's  case.  A  few  amendments 
were  made,  chiefly  by  Lord  Denman,  in  ihe  Lords,  the  object  of  ^hich 
was  to  assist  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  Bill  is  3  and  4  Victoria, 
cap.  9.    The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  third  reading. 

ist,  Because  the  Bill  does  not  contain  enactments  to  provide  for 
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the  discontiniiance  of  the  sale  by  the  o£Bcers  of,  and  by  the  persons 
employed  by,  either  or  both  Houses  of  Parliament  of  the  petitions 
presented  and  reports  made  to  the  Houses  respectively,  and  their 
proceedings,  which  have  provoked  those  injured  by  the  libellous 
matter  contained  in  such  papers  to  institute  proceedings  at  law 
against  ihe  publishers  and  vendors  of  such  matter,  and  may 
provoke  the  commission  of  breaches  of  the  peace,  when  it  will  be 
found  that  the  Courts  of  Justice  are  closed  in  all  cases  to  the 
complainants  of  such  libellous  matter  thus  published  and  sold,  and 
that  the  Queen's  subjects  must  submit  to  the  injury  of  loss  of 
reputation  and  character,  or  apply  for  redress  to  the  Houses  of 
Parliament,  by  whose  order  and  sanction  such  libellous  matter  may 
have  been  printed,  published,  and  sold. 

sndly.  Because  it  is  obvious,  from  what  has  passed,  that  no  mode 
has  yet  been  discovered  of  preventing  the  printing  and  publication 
in  their  papers  respectively,  by  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  of  libels 
which  have  been  published  nearly  up  to  the  present  day. 

jrdly,  Because  the  sale  of  the  Parliamentary  Papers  by  the 
officers  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament  in  antecedent  times  cannot 
be  compared  with  the  sale  of  the  papers  printed  and  published  by 
the  House  of  Commons  under  authority  of  the  resolutions  of  August 
1835 ;  the  sale  was  in  general  connived  at^  rather  than  ordered  as 
at  present^  and  was  made  by  the  officers  of  the  House,  and  for 
their  advantage  and  profit^  and  not  as  a  measure  of  public  finance ; 
the  right  honourable  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  states 
in  his  evidence  on  the  2nd  of  March,  1840,  that  ^  the  sale  was  not 
directly  authorized  by  the  House,  although  it  always  existed  f  and 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commous,  presented 
on  the  loth  of  March,  1840,  states  that  ^no  direct  order  of  the 
House  for  the  sale  of  these  papers  can  be  traced.' 

4th,  Because  the  number  of  papers  printed  and  published,  in 
addition  to  votes  and  petitions  printed  in  appendices  to  votes,  was 
small  in  ancient  times  in  comparison  with  those  printed,  published, 
and  sold  since  1835,  and  their  contents  less  important,  whether  in 
relation  to  the  subject  matter  thereof,  or  to  their  influence  upon  the 
private  character  and  reputation  of  individuals. 

5thly^  Because  the  Bill^  without  such  provision,  cannot  have  the 
effect  of  terminating  the  difficulties  attending  the  enforcement  of 
the  privileges  of  the  two  Houses  upon  these  matters  of  libel,  and 
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of  relieving  the  Queen's  subjects  from  the  inconveniences  felt, 
although  it  may  termiuat-e  the  actually  existing  differences. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 

William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 


DCCXLIX. 

May  4,  1840. 

The  Queen's  Speech  contained  a  clause  directing  the  attention  of  the 
Houses  to  the  state  of  the  Municipal  Corporations  in  Lreland,  and  the 
GovemmeDt  hrought  in  a  Bill  to  remedy  certain  inconveniences  in  the 
existing  state  of  the  law.  It  should  he  stated  that  a  similar  Bill  was 
introduced  in  1839,  was  extensively  altered  in  the  Upper  House,  and 
dropped  hecause  it  was  impossible  at  the  late  period  of  the  Session  to 
proceed  with  it.  The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  on  the  4th  of  May. 
Many  alterations  were  made  in  it ;  and  ultimately  a  conference  of  the  two 
Houses  was  held,  when  the  Commons  gave  way.  The  Act  is  3  and  4 
Victoria,  cap.  108. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  second  reading. 

ist.  Because  this  Bill  has  a  tendency  to  endane^er  property; 

and  privileges  as  heirs  have  to  the  titles  of  estates  of  their 
ancestors. 

andly^  Because  the  only  charge  against  these  corporators  is  that 
they  have  excluded  Roman  Catholics  from  their  Corporations ;  had 
they  not  done  so,  they  would  have  failed  in  the  due  execution  of 
their  trusts^  and  would  not  have  g^ven  the  support  due  from  them 
to  the  Protestant  interest. 

3rdly,  Because  the  passing  of  this  Act  will  not  satisfy  the 
Bomish  priests  and  their  party;  their  agitators  speak  of  this  only 
as  an  instalment,  and  the  payment  of  every  instalment,  as  such,  is 
an  acknowledgment  of  the  full  demand,  that  is,  the  destruction 
of  the  Protestant  Church,  and  anything  further  which  they  may 
demand. 

William  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winohilsea  and  Not- 

tingham. 
George  John  Milles,  Lord  Sondes. 
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DCCL. 
May  12,  1840. 

Lord  Stanhope  brought  forward  a  motion  for  an  address  to  the  Crown 
in  the  following  terms  : — '  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  her 
Majesty  to  express  to  her  Majesty  the  deep  concern  of  this  House  in 
learning  that  an  interruption  has  occurred  in  the  friendly  relations  and 
commercial  intercourse  which  had  so  long  subsisted  with  the  Chinese 
Empire;  and  to  represent  to  her  Majesty  that  these  calamities  have, 
in  ihe  opinion  of  this  House,  been  occasioned  by  British  subjects  having 
persevered  in  bringing  opium  to  China,  in  direct  and  known  violation 
of  the  laws  of  that  Empire;  and  to  request  that  her  Majesty  will  be 
graciously  pleased  to  take  immediate  measures  for  the  prevention  of 
such  proceedings,  which  are  so  dishonourable  to  the  character  and  so 
detrimental  to  the  interests  of  her  subjects ;  and  to  assure  her  Majesty 
that  if  any  additional  powers  should  be  found  requisite  for  the  purpose, 
this  House  will  readily  concur  in  granting  them  to  her  Majesty.'  The 
debate  on  the  subject  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  liv,  p.  i.  The 
motion  was  negatived  without  a  division.  Lord  Melbourne  and  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  being  equally  opposed  to  it. 

Lord  Stanhope  entered  the  following  protest. 

ist,  Becaose  it  is  indispensably  necessary  for  the  honour  and  for 
the  interests  of  this  country  to  prevent  British  subjects  from  con- 
tinning  to  send  opium  to  China,  in  direct  and  known  violation  of 
the  laws  of  that  Empire. 

izndly,  Because  the  continuance  of  that  traffic,  after  rigorous 
measures  had  been  adopted  by  the  Chinese  Government  for  its 
suppression,  has  led  to  the  interruption  of  the  friendly  relations 
and  commercial  intercourse  which  had  so  long  subsisted  with  that 
Empire^  and  may  involve  this  country  in  an  unjust  and  unnecessary 
war. 

3rdly,  Because  the  prevention  of  that  traffic  is  required  by  the 
principles  of  justice  and  good  £uth,  and  by  the  sacred  precept  of 
doing  unto  others  as  we  wish  that  they  should  do  unto  us. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

DCCLl. 

July  9,  1840. 

One  of  the  measures  of  Lord  Melbourne's  government,  in  1840,  was 
the  Canada  Qovemment  Bill,  3  and  4  Victoria,  cap.  35.     One  of  the 
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points  in  the  Bill  was  to  give  an  equal  nomber  of  representatiyes  to 
the  two  provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  with  the  object,  as  was 
said,  of  neutralising  the  French  interest  in  the  latter  province.  To  this 
Lord  Ellenborough  moved  an  amendment^  which  was  n^atived;  when 
he  inserted  the  following  protest. 

1st,  Because  it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament,  when  it  Enacts  the 
union  of  the  Legislatures  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  during  the 
suspension  of  the  Legislature  of  the  latter  province,  to  provide  that 
such  union  shall  take  place  on  principles  strictly  just,  to  which 
it  might  be  presumed  that  the  Legislature  of  Lower  Canada, 
if  it  acquiesced  in  the  measure  of  imion,  would  not  unwillingly 
accede ;  and  it  could  not  be  presumed  that  that  Legislature  would 
consent  to  the  provision  that  Lower  Canada  having  700,cxx> 
inhabitants,  and  comprising  the  cities  of  Quebec  and  Montreal^ 
should  have  no  larger  number  of  representatives  in  the  united 
Legislature  than  Upper  Canada,  which  has  400,000  inhabitants. 

2ndly,  Because  the  measure  of  giving  an  equal  number  of 
representatives  to  two  provinces  so  unequal,  for  the  temporary 
end  of  outnumbering  the  French,  tends  to  defeat  the  purposes  of 
union,  and  to  perpetuate  the  idea  of  disunion ;  while,  if  emigration 
should  largely  increase  the  English  population  in  Upper  Canada, 
it  will  tend  to  give  the  same  undue  weight  to  the  French 
which  it  now  gives  to  the  English  inhabitants  of  the  united 
province. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  Ellenborough. 

DCCLII. 

July  9,  1840. 

Lord  Ellenborough  moved  next  certain  other  amendments,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  confer  the  representative  franchise  on  certain  towns 
in  Lower  Canada.  His  amendments  were  negatived,  and  he  inserted 
the  following  protest. 

1st,  Because  the  House  having  decided  on  giving  an  equal 
number  of  representatives  to  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  a  measure 
which  in  itself  appears  to  be  unjust  to  Lower  Canada,  it  is  the 
more  necessary  to  provide  that  the  representation  of  that  province 
shall  be  settled  in  a  manner  unexceptionable,  and  calculated  to 
g^ve  satisfaction  to  the  great  majority  of  its  inhabitants. 
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andly,  Because  the  Act  now  i^Hlating  the  representation  of 
Lower  Canada  was  only  passed  in  18:29,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Canada  Commissioners  *  cannot  justly  be  charged  with  nn&imess  ;* 
and  the  proposed  amendments  would  have  left  the  representation 
of  Lower  Canada  as  it  was  then  settled,  with  no  other  alteration 
than  that  which  the  necessary  reduction  of  the  total  number  of 
members  for  that  province  renders  unavoidable. 

3rdly,  Because  the  alterations  in  the  representation  of  Lower 
Canada  contained  in  the  Bill  are  partial  in  their  character,  having 
for  their  object  still  further  indirectly  to  increase  that  disproportion 
between  the  representation  of  the  English  and  French  population 
of  the  provinces  to  be  umted  which  is  directly  effected  by  the 
previous  provision  that  the  two  provinces  shall  be  represented 
by  an  equal  number  of  members. 

4thly,  Because  if  the  French  Canadians  are  to  be  deprived  of 
representative  Government,  it  would  be  better  to  do  it  in  a 
straightforward  way  than  to  attempt  to  establish  a  permanent 
system  of  government  on  the  basis  of  what  aU  mankind  would 
r^ard  as  electoral  frauds.  It  is  not  in  North  America  that  men 
can  be  cheated  by  an  unreal  semblance  of  representative  govern- 
ment, or  persuaded  that  they  are  outvoted,  when,  in  &ct,  they  are 
disfranchised. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  EUenborough. 


DCCLIII— DCCLVI 

July  18,  1840. 

The  following  protests  were  entered  agaiust  the  third  reading  of 
the  Canada  Qovemment  Bill. 

I.  The  Duks  op  Wellington's  Pbotbst. 

1st,  Because  the  union  of  the  two  provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada  into  one  province,  to  be  governed  by  one  administration 
and  legislature,  is  inconsistent  with  sound  policy. 

andly.  Because  the  territory  contained  in  the  two  provinces  is 
too  extensive  to  be  so  governed  with  convenience. 

3rdly,  Because  the  communications  from  one  part  of  the  country 
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to  others  are  very  long  and  di£Scult,  the  difficulties  whereof  vary, 
not  only  in  different  localities  and  parts  of  the  country,  but  in  the 
same  locality  at  different  seasons  of  the  year.  * 

4thly,  Because  the  expense  which  might  be  incurred  to  remedy 
the  inconveniences  and  to  overcome  the  difficulties  of  the  com- 
munication at  one  season  would  not  only  be  useless,  but  might 
be  prejudicial,  and  render  the  oommanications  impracticable,  at 
other  seasons. 

5thly,  Because,  even  in  the  hypothesis  that  a  central  place  is 
fixed  upon  as  the  metropolis  and  seat  of  government  of  the  united 
province,  and  for  the  assembly  of  the  Legislature,  still  the  com- 
munication with  the  distant  parts  of  the  united  province  would 
require  a  journey  of  from  500  to  1,000  miles  by  land  or  by  water, 
and  in  most  cases  by  both. 

6thly,  Because  the  inhabitants  of  these  provinces,  having  origin- 
ally emigrated  from  different  parts  of  the  world,  talk  different  lan- 
guages, and  have  been  governed,  and  have  held  their  lands  and 
possessions,  under  laws  and  usages  various  in  their  principle  and 
regulations  as  are  the  countries  from  which  they  originally  emi- 
grated, and  as  are  their  respective  languages. 

7thly,  Because  portions  of  this  mixed  population  profess  to 
believe  in  not  less  than  fifteen  different  systems  or  sections  of 
Christian  belief  or  opinion ;  the  clergy  of  some  of  these  being 
maintained  by  establishment,  those  of  others  not,  the  Soman 
Catholic  clergy  of  French  origin  being  maintained  by  an  establish- 
ment, while  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  attached  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  population  of  British  origin  have  no  established  main- 
tenance, and  the  system  of  provision  for  the  clergy  of  the  Churches 
of  England  and  Scotland  is  still  under  discussion  in  Parliament. 

8thly,  Because  these  inhabitants  of  the  two  provinces,  divided 
as  they  are  in  religious  opinions,  have  no  common  interest,  excepting 
the  navigation  of  the  river  St.  Lawrence,  in  the  exclusive  enjoyment 
of  which  they  cannot  protect  themselves,  whether  internally,  within 
their  own  territory,  or  externally,  but  they  must  look  for  protection 
in  the  enjoyment  of  the  same  to  the  political  influence  and  to  the 
naval  and  military  power  of  the  British  Empire. 

9thly,  Because  the  legislative  union  of  these  provinces  is  not 
necessary  in  order  to  render  them  the  source  of  great  influence 
and  power  to  the  mother  country. 
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joihly,  Because  the  operations  of  the  late  war,  terminated  in 
the  year  1 815  by  the  Treaty  of  Ghent,  which  were  carried  on  with 
bat  little  assistance  from  the  mother  country  in  regular  troops, 
have  demonstrated  that  these  provinces  are  capable  of  defending 
themselves  against  all  the  efforts  of  their  powerful  neighbours 
the  United  States. 

I  ithly.  Because  the  military  operations  in  the  recent  insurrection 
and  rebellion  have  tended  to  show  that  the  military  resources  and 
qualities  of  the  inhabitants  of  Upper  Canada  have  not  deteriorated 
since  the  late  war  in  North  America. 

I2thly,  Because  the  late  Lieutenant  Governor  of  Upper  Canada, 
Sir  Francis  Head,  having,  upon  the  breaking  out  of  the  rebellion 
in  Lower  Canada  in  the  year  1837,  detached  from  Upper  Canada 
all  the  r^^lar  forces  therein  stationed^  relied  upon  the  loyalty, 
gallantry,  and  exertions  of  the  local  troops,  militia,  and  volunteers 
of  the  province  of  Upper  Canada. 

I3thly,  Because,  with  the  aid  of  these,  under  the  command  of 
tiie  speaker  of  the  legislative  assembly  of  Upper  Canada,  Colonel 
Sir  Alan  M'Nab,  he  first  defeated  the  rebels  in  Upper  Canada, 
and  then  aided  in  putting  down  the  rebellion  in  Lower  Canada, 
at  the  same  time  that  he  was  carrying  on  operations  in  resistance 
to  ihe  invasion  of  the  province  under  his  Government  by  plunderers, 
marauders,  and  robbers  from  the  United  States,  under  the  name 
of  sympathisers  in  the  supposed  grievances  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada. 

I4thly,  Because  the  legislative  union  of  the  two  provinces, 
although  the  subject  of  much  literary  and  other  discussion,  had 
never  been  considered  by  the  Legislature  of  Upper  Canada  excepting 
on  terms  which  could  not  be  proposed,  or  by  any  competent 
authority  in  the  lower  province  excepting  in  the  report  of  a  late 
Grovemor  (General. 

I5thly,  Because  the  Bill  introduced  into  Parliament  in  the  year 
1839,  having  in  view  a  legislative  union  of  the  two  provinces 
of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  was  withdrawn  before  it  was  com- 
pleted. 

i6thly,  Because  the  Legislature  of  the  province  of  Upper  Canada 
which  had  co-operated  with  the  Governor^  Sir  Francis  Head^  and 
had  enabled  him^  after  getting  the  better  of  the  insurrection  in 
Upper  Canada,  to  assist  the  Commander-in-chief  of  her  Majesty's 
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forces  m  1837  and  1836  to  put  down  the  rebellion  in  the  province 
of  Lower  Canada,  was  not  fidrly  consulted  upon  the  proposed 
measures  for  the  legislative  union  of  the  two  provinces. 

I7thl7,  Because  a  despatch,  dated  the  i6th  of  October^  1^39) 
having  for  its  object  the  introduction  into  Upper  Canada  of  new 
rules  for  the  future  administration  of  the  patronage  of  the  Grovem- 
ment,  and  for  the  tenure  of  office^  was  made  public  at  Toronto 
on  some  days  previous  to  the  assembly  of  the  Legislature  of 
Upper  Canada,  for  the  purpose  of  taking  into  consideration  the 
proposed  law  for  the  leg^lative  union  of  the  two  provinces,  and 
the  members  of  the  two  chambers  of  the  provincial  Parliament 
of  Upper  Canada  must  have  had  reason  to  believe  that  her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  were  anxious  to  carry  through  that  par- 
ticular measure,  and  that  they  would  be  exposed  to  all  the 
consequences  of  opposition  to  the  views  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, as  communicated  in  the  said  despatch,  if  they  should  object 
to  the  Bill  proposed  to  them. 

i8thly,  Because  it  is  well  known  that  there  is  in  Upper  Canada 
a  large  body  of  persons  eager  to  obtain  the  establishment  in  her 
Majesty's  colonies  in  North  America  of  local  responsible  Govern- 
ment, to  which  they  had  been  encouraged  to  look  by  the  report 
of  the  late  Governor  General,  the  Earl  of  Durham,  recently 
published. 

I9thly,  Because  these  persons  considered  that  the  despatch  of 
the  i6th  of  October,  1839,  then  published^  held  out  a  prospect 
of  the  establishment  of  a  local  responsible  government  under  the 
Government  of  the  united  province. 

29thly,  Because  another  despatch,  dated  14th  October,  1839, 
appears  to  have  been  sent  to  the  Governor  General  at  the  same 
time  with  that  dated  the  i6th  October,  1839,  in  which  despatch 
of  the  14th  October^  1^39)  ^^^  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  clearly 
explained  the  views  of  her  Majesty's  Government  upon  the  subject 
of,  and  against  the  concession  of,  local  responsible  Grovernment  in 
the  colonies. 

2i8t,  Because  this  despatch  was  not  published,  nor  its  contents 
made  known,  in  Upper  Canada^  during  the  Session  of  the  Legis- 
lature for  the  consideration  of  the  measure  of  the  Legislative 
Union,  although  called  for  by  the  provincial  Parliament,  upon 
which  call  the  Governor  General  answered  by  the  expression  of 
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'  his  T^^t  that  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  communicate  to  the 
House  of  Assembly  any  despatch  upon  the  subject  referred  to/ 

a^nd^  Because  the  Legislature  of  Upper  Canada  must  have 
Toted  in  &vonr  of  the  measure  proposed  to  them  while  mider 
the  influence  of  a  sense  of  the  intentions  of  Oovemment,  declared 
to  be  erroneous^  in  relation  to  the  despatch  of  the  i6th  October^ 
and  in  total  ignorance  of  the  intentions  of  her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment in  respect  to  local  responsible  Gt>yemment  in  the  colonies^ 
as  declared  in  the  despatch  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
Grovemor  Oeneral^  dated  the  14th  October,  which  it  appears  that 
his  Excellency  had  in  his  possession  during  the  discussions  in  the 
provincial  Parliament  of  Upper  Canada  on  the  measure  of  Legislative 
Union  of  the  two  provinces. 

a3rdly,  Because  it  appears  the  French  population  of  Lower 
Canada  have  generally  declared  against  the  Legislative  Union 
of  the  two  provinces. 

24thly,  Because  the  Bill  cannot  be  considered  by  any  as  giving 
&cility  to  the  administration  of  the  Government  of  the  province 
of  Canada  by  her  Majesty's  officers,  when  united  by  virtue  of  its 
provisions^  and  security  in  the  dominion  to  the  Crown  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

25thly^  Because  the  difficulties  existing  in  the  government  of 
the  two  provinces  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  31st  G^rge  III,  which  led  to  insurrection  and  rebellion, 
were  the  result  of  party  spirit,  excited  and  fomented  by  leaders 
of  the  legislative  assembly  in  each  province,  acting  in  latter  times, 
in  communication^  concert,  and  co-operation  with  citizens  of  the 
bordering  provinces  of  the  United  States. 

a6thly,  Because  the  union  into  one  Legislature  of  the  discontented 
spirits  heretofore  existing  in  the  separate  Legislatures  will  not 
diminish,  but  will  tend  to  augment,  the  difficulties  attending  the 
administration  of  the  Gk^vemment,  particularly  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  encouragement  given  to  expect  the  establishment 
in  the  united  province  of  a  local  responsible  administration  o£ 
Gkyvemment.. 

^Tthly,  Because  a  spirit  had  still  been  manifested  in  the  adjoining 
provinces  of  the  United  States,  in  recent  acts  of  outrage  upon  the 
lives  and  property  of  her  Majesty's  subjects  on  the  frontier,  and 
even  within  her  M^esty's  dominions^  which  must  tend  ta  show 
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in  what  light  the  spirit  of  opposition  to  her  Majesty's  admini- 
stration in  the  Legislature  of  the  united  province  will  be  viewed 
in  the  United  States. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  Wellington. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  Ellenborough. 

Percy  Clinton  Sydney  Smith,  Lord  Fenshnrst  (Viscount 
Strangford). 

John  Thomas  Freeman  lifitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

George  John  West,  Earl  Dehtwarr. 

(George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon,  for  the  first,  second,  seventh, 
eighth,  ninth,  tenth,  eleventh,  twelfth,  thirteenth,  sixteenth, 
seventeenth,  twenty- second,  and  twenty-sixth  reasons. 

James  Archibald  Stuart  Wortley  Mackenzie,  Lord  Whamolif^, 
for  the  first,  second,  third,  fourth,  fifth,  ninth,  fourteenth, 
fifteenth,  sixteenth,  seventeenth,  eighteenth,  nineteenth, 
twentieth,  twenty-first,  twenty-second,  twenty-fourth,  twenty- 
fifth,  and  twenty-sixth  reasons. 

Thomas  Egerton,  Earl  of  Wilton. 

Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Francis  Almeric  Spencer,  Lord  Churchill. 

Comwallis  Maude,  Viscount  Hawarden. 

Henry  Somerset,  Duke  of  Beaufort. 

John  Qeorge  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 


11.   LoED  Ellenborough's  Pbotbst. 

1st,  Because  the  vast  extent  of  the  provinces  to  be  united,  the 
peculiar  difficulty  of  communication  between  the  several  parts  of 
those  provinces,  the  dissimilar  state  of  society  in  them  requiring 
dissimilar  laws,  and  the  great  amount  of  local  and  private  as 
well  as  of  public  business  to  be  transacted  by  a  Legislature  small 
in  number,  during  a  Session  necessarily  short,  combine  to  render 
it  impossible  that,  under  any  circumstances,  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  should  afford  a  good  government  to  the  people  of  Canada. 

andly,  Because  the  great  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  Upper 
Canada  being  sincerely  loyal,  that  province,  under  a  separate 
Legislature,  and  an  honest  Executive  Government,  discountenanc- 
ing the  disaffected  and  encouraging  the  loyal,  might  be  expected 
to  remain  permanently  connected  with  this  country,  and  by  its 
position  and  its  resources  would  afford  the  means  of  retaining 
possession  of  the  other  provinces,  which,  if  Upper  Canada  be 
lost,  it  will  be  impracticable  to  preserve. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Bill,  framed  in  a  spirit  of  distrust  of  the 
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French  inhabitants  of  Lower  Canada,  yet  g^ves  very  consi- 
derable power  to  their  representatives,  and  while  it  tends  to 
confirm  their  alleg^  disloyalty  by  the  distrust  it  manifests,  and 
by  the  bad  government  it  creates,  affords  at  the  same  time  the 
means  of  constituting,  by  their  coalition  with  the  representatives 
of  the  disaffected  in  Upper  Canada,  a  permanent  majority  in  the 
assembly  hostile  to  the  connexion  with  this  country. 

4thly,  Because  the  Bill^  founded  on  a  double  error — ^that  of 
undue  distrust  of  the  whole  French  population,  and  that  of  undue 
confidence  in  the  whcje  population  of  British  origin — ^while  it 
gives  to  the  former  a  representation  inadequate  to  its  number 
and  to  its  wealth,  has  for  its  object  to  transfer  in  effect  to  the 
latter  the  whole  legislative  authority. 

5thly,  Because  such  legislative  authority,  exercised  in  the  spirit 
in  which  it  is  bestowed,  must  permanently  subject  the  whole 
French  population  to  a  rule  practically  worse^  because  partial  and 
less  enlightened,  than  that  which,  in  consequence  of  recent  events^ 
has  been  temporarily  imposed  upon  it  by  Parliament. 

6thly,  Because  it  is  unwise  to  show  distrust,  and  yet  to  give 
power  to  the  distrusted — to  commit  an  injustice,  and  yet  to  afford 
the  means  of  revenge ;  and  while  Parliament  would  be  justified 
in  taking  all  reasonable  temporary  security  against  suspected 
disloyalty,  it  should  be  its  policy,  as  it  is  its  duty,  to  extend  its 
paternal  care  even  to  a  disaffected  people,  and  instead  of  confirming 
temporary  alienation  by  permanent  wrong,  to  endeavour  to  restore 
ancient  loyalty  by  just  and  beneficent  government. 

7thly,  Because  an  union  between  two  vast  and  dissimilar  pro- 
vinces, imposed  upon  one  in  distrust  of  its  loyalty,  without  its 
consent^  and  on  conditions  which  it  must  deem  unjust,  and 
acquiesced  in  by  the  other  from  views  of  fiscal  advantage  and 
legislative  ascendancy^  contains  within  itself  the  elements  of  its 
own  dissolution ;  and  there  is  but  too  much  reason  to  apprehend 
that,  at  no  distant  period,  both  provinces  will  seek  a  refuge 
from  their  incongruous  connexion,  and  from  the  grievance  of  an 
impracticable  government,  in  a  separation  from  this  country  to 
be  effected  only,  under  such  circumstances,  through  the  violent 
means  of  civil  and  of  foreign  war. 

8thly,  Because  it  is  inconsistent  with  prudence  to  take  a  step 
which  cannot  be  recalled,  under  the  temporary  pressure  of  difilculty. 


224  PROTESTS.  a.d.  1840. 

and  hastily  to  adopt  a  measure  of  which  the  proposers  do  not 
pretend  to  foresee  the  workings,  and  which  its  opponents  deem 
to  tend  directly  to  the  loss  of  the  Canadas,  only  because  it  is 
considered  necessary  *  to  do  something'  with  respect  to  them. 

9thly,  Because  it  is  not  by  such  Legislative  Union,  but  by 
institutions  carefully  adapted  to  local  circumstances  and  social 
distinctions — above  all,  by  the  conferring  of  practical  benefits^ 
that  the  peaceful  possession  of  those  provinces  is  to  be  secured^ 
by  the  establishment  in  Lower  Canada  of  a  pure  administration 
of  justice^  by  the  grant  of  aid  to  Upper  Canada  for  the  completion 
of  a  ship  canal  which  may  connect  the  most  remote  parts  of  that 
province  with  the  navigable  portion  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  by 
enacting  an  equitable  arrangement  for  the  collection  by  both 
provinces  of  their  separate  duties  of  customs  on  that  river — 
measures  essential  to  the  well-being  and  contentment  of  the 
Canadas,  and  calculated,  in  coiy'unction  with  the  commercial 
fiivours  they  abready  enjoy,  to  place  their  connexion  with  this 
country  upon  the  only  solid  foundation — a  deep  conviction  that 
they  derive  advantages  from  that  connexion  which  would  be  xmat- 
tainable  under  any  form  of  independent  or  of  federal  government. 

Edward  Law,  Lord  EUenborongh. 

Arthur  Wellesley,  Duke  of  'Wellington. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon,  for  the  second,   eighth,  and 

ninth  reasons. 
Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Penshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
Henry  Somerset,  Duke  of  Beaufort. 
John  Oeorge  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 
James  Archibald  Stuart  Wortley  Mackenzie,  Lord  Whamoliffo, 

for  all  the  reasons  except  the  ninth. 

III.  Lord  Brouohah's  Pbotbst. 

1st,  Because  the  proposed  union  is  about  to  be  effected  without 
the  consent  of  the  people  of  either  province  having  been  obtained 
by  any  proceeding  upon  which  the  least  reliance  can  be  placed^ 
and  at  a  moment  when  the  temporary  suspension  of  the  Par- 
liamentary Constitution  in  the  more  important  of  the  two  provinces 
made  it  impossible  to  consult  the  representatives  of  the  people 
upon  the  question. 

andly,  Because  the  circumstances  in  which  the  union  is  effected^ 
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and  the  provisions  which  accompany  it,  are  calculated  to  increase 
the  dissensions  unhappily  prevailing;  and  to  prevent  the  con- 
snmmation,  so  much  to  be  desired^  of  friendly  relations  being 
established  between  the  people  of  Canada  and  the  people  of 
England,  when  the  two  countries  shall  no  longer  be  politically 
connected. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 

IV.  Lord  GtospoRD's  Protest. 

ist^  Because  the  two  provinces  are  not  as  yet  in  a  state  fitted 
for  a  Legislative  Union. 

2ndly,  Because  the  proposed  terms  of  union  are  not  suited  to 
two  countries  differing  so  widely  in  wealth,  extent,  population, 
and  circumstances. 

3rdly^  Because  the  Bill  is  founded  on  complete  misrepresentation 
of  the  French  inhabitants  of  Canada,  and  in  its  provisions  unjust 
towards  them. 

Archibald  Acheson,  Lord  Worlingham  (Earl  of  Oosford  ^). 
John  Hobart  Caradoc,  Lord  Howden,  for  the  second  reason. 


DCCLVII. 

July  30,  1840. 

The  fourth  report  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  of  England  and 
Wales  suggested  a  plan  for  the  distribution  of  ecclesiastical  revenues  by 
the  suppression  of  canonries  and  the  application  of  the  funds  to  the 
increase  of  income  in  poorly  endowed  parishes.  The  Act  founded  on 
this  report  is  3  and  4  Victoria  cap.  113.  The  debate  on  the  second 
reading  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  Iv,  p.  11 15. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  at  that  stage  of  the  Bill  when  it 
passed  into  Conmiittee. 

ist,  Because  I  have  heard  nothing  in  the  discussions  in  the  above 
Bill  to  alter  my  opinion  as  to  its  being  one  of  confiscation  of 
Church  property,  in  entire  variation  from  the  intentions  of  those 
pious  persons  who  endowed  our  venerable  Cathedrals,  and  provided 
for  the  solemn  acts  of  devotion  therein  performed. 

^ndly,  Because  the  authority  firom  whence  the  Bill  proceeds  adds 
much  to  my  regret  at  its  being  brought  forward,  as  it  is]  evident 

*  Lord  Worlingham  signs  as  Earl  of  Oosford. 

VOL.  ui.  q 
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(from  the  numerous  petitions  of  the  clergy)  that  it  does  to  the 
regret  of  the  deans  and  chapters  and  clerical  body  at  large. 

3rdly,  Because  the  large  sums  contributed  from  all  quarters  to 
the  Metropolis  Churches  Fund  prove  the  disposition  of  the  Christian 
public  to  promote  and  extend  the  influence  and  usefulness  of  the 
Church,  which  disposition  cannot  but  be  checked  by  the  measure  in 
question,  as  henceforth  no  security  can  be  felt  as  to  the  permanent 
application  of  any  donation  to  the  object  for  which  it  is  designed. 

4thly,  Because  much  good  might  have  been  done  by  regulating 
and  extending  the  performance  of  Divine  Service  and  parochial 
ministrations  through  the  instrumentality  of  cathedral  bodies,  had 
the  heads  of  the  Church  thought  fit  to  encourage  such  plans ;  and 
I  cannot  but  think  that  destroying  the  efficiency  of  those  bodies, 
instead  of  correcting  their  abuses,  is  adopting  a  course  not  altogether 
justifiable. 

5thly,  Because,  while  I  admit  the  high  and  paramount  impor- 
tance of  providing  for  the  extension  of  public  worship  in  communion 
with  the  Church  of  England,  I  cannot  but  think  that  other  means 
than  those  of  confiscation  and  bad  faith  might  have  been  discovered 
and  successfully  pursued. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 


DCCLVIII,   DCCLIX. 

July  31,  1840. 

The  third  reading  of  the  Irish  Corporations  Bill  elicited  the  following 
protests. 

1st,  Because  no  sufficient  proofs  of  delinquency  or  misconduct 
were  adduced  against  the  municipal  corporations  of  Ireland  to 
justify  so  sweeping  a  measure  of  destruction,  in  contempt  of  the 
sacredness  of  ancient  charters,  and  in  defiance  of  those  principles 
which,  till  within  the  few  last  years,  were  wont  to  distinguish 
the  legislation  of  the  British  Parliament,  and  especially  of  this 
House. 

andly,  Because  in  the  absence  of  such  pioofis  of  delinquency, 
the  plea,  on  which  the  measure  was  mainly  rested,  namely,  the 
exclusive  character  of  the  existing  corporations,  did,  in  effiect, 
establish  the  fidelity  of  those  bodies  to  the  one  great  end  for  which 
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they  were  all  alike  created — the  maintenance  of  the  British  interest 
in  Ireland;  the  more  ancient  corporations  having  been  founded  as 
fortresses  and  fastnesses^  to  protect  that  interest  against  the 
rebellious  attempts  of  the  native  Irish,  and  of  the  descendants  of 
the  earliest  English  settlers;  while  the  more  modem  combined 
with  this  great  common  object,  the  still  greater  and  more  sacred 
purpose  of  maintaining  the  cause  of  true  religion  against  the 
unceasing  efforts  of  the  papists  to  re-establish  the  domination  of 
their  own  intolerant  Church  in  its  most  corrupt  and  revolting 
form. 

3rdly^  Because,  if  it  be  true,  that  the  continuance  of  bodies,  in 
practice,  exclusively  Protestant,  be  no  longer  consistent  with  the 
feeling,  which  seeks  to  deal  with  all  distinctions  of  religious 
&ith,  as  equally  unworthy  of  peculiar  favour  in  the  political 
institutions  of  the  Empire^  common  sense  and  common  justice 
alike  point  out  the  only  proper  course  to  be  pursued — ^the  simple 
abolition  of  those  bodies,  when  the  cause,  for  which  they  were 
created,  is  supposed  to  have  ceased. 

4thly,  Because  the  adoption  of  a  measure,  which  is  admitted  by 
all  to  ensure  the  establishment  of  bodies  of  Roman  Catholics  equally 
exclusive,  as  those  which  they  are  made  to  supersede,  is  not  only 
eontraiy  to  common  sense  and  common  justice,  but  also  to  the 
spirit  of  most  solemn  promises  and  engagements  repeatedly  made 
by  those,  who  advised  and  ultimately  carried  the  Act  for  the 
relief  of  her  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic  subjects  in  1829.  The 
leaders  in  that  great  and  perilous  experiment  pledged  themselves 
to  propose  to  Parliament  the  re-enactment  of  the  statutes  which 
were  then  repealed,  or  the  adoption  of  still  more  stringent  measures 
if  the  parties  who  were  freed  from  the  restrictions  before  imposed 
should  prove  (as  they  notoriously  have  proved)  themselves  unworthy 
of  the  confidence  then  reposed  in  them,  and  should  renew  their 
attempts  against  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland.  K  any 
unhappy  concurrence  of  circumstances  has  prevented  the  literal 
redemption  of  that  pledge,  yet  the  least  and  lowest  obligation, 
which  it  can  justly  be  understood  to  have  imposed,  was  the 
duty  of  a  resolute  and  firm  resistance  to  every  new  proposition 
for  increasing  the  power  of  so  bitter,  so  unrelenting  and  so 
perfidious  an  enemy. 

5tbly,  Because,  although  it  was  declared  by  high  authority  on 

q  7, 
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the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  that  it  would  be  unworthy  of 
finally  passing  into  a  law,  unless  such  amendments  were  introduced, 
as  should  give  security  against  the  establishment  of  other  bodies 
equally  exclusive  with  those  which  are  abolished,  yet  the  amend- 
ments, actually  made,  not  only  give  no  such  security,  but  do  not 
even  attempt  nor  profess  to  give  it — ^their  only  object  being,  to 
mitigate  the  acknowledged  mischiefs  of  the  measure,  and  in  some 
trifling  degree  to  limit  the  power  with  which  it  arms  the  popish 
democracy  of  the  cities  and  towns  in  Ireland  to  tyrannize  over  the 
Protestant  and  more  opulent  classes  of  inhabitants,  and  to  extort 
from  them  funds  for  the  more  speedy  and  effectual  execution  of 
their  own  unhallowed  designs. 

6thly,  Because  there  is  strong  reason  to  believe  that  the  final 
passing  of  the  measure  was  the  result  rather  of  considerations  of 
party-convenience  than  of  any  large  and  liberal  views  of  national 
policy ; — none  of  those,  who  had  it  in  their  power  to  decide  on  the 
ultimate  fate  of  the  Bill,  venturing  to  pronounce  it  a  measure  either 
just,  or  safe,  in  itself,  or  worthy  of  favour  on  any  other  account, 
than  that  it  put  an  end  to  a  question  which  could  no  longer  remain 
unsettled  without  dividing  public  men,  who  from  the  purest 
motives  wish  to  continue  to  act  together.  Thus  were  the  greatest 
interests  of  the  country  forgotten  in  personal  considerations — the 
end  was  sacrificed  to  the  means — and  the  only  plea  which  can 
justify  the  combination  of  statesmen — ^the  more  effectual  assertion 
and  maintenance  of  a  great  common  principle,  was  here  openly 
abandoned. 

7thly,  Because  the  House  of  Lords  having,  since  the  passing  of 
the  Act  for  the  reform  of  the  Commons  House  of  Parliament,  been 
practicaUy  deprived  of  what  was  wont  to  be  deemed  its  consti- 
tutional share  of  control  over  the  executive  power  of  the  Crown, 
was  yet  enabled,  till  the  present  disastrous  Session,  to  retain,  and 
to  assert,  its  legislative  independence ;  and  by  the  wise  and  efficient 
exercise  of  its  just  privilege,  or,  rather,  of  its  highest  duty,  in  the 
correction  or  rejection  of  bad  Bills,  had  continued  to  earn,  and  to 
enjoy,  the  grateful  veneration  of  the  English  people:  that  lofty 
position  it  has,  in  this  instance,  voluntarily  surrend^l^ ;  and  has 
thus  by  its  own  act,  gone  far  towards  realising  the  prophetic 
declaration  of  Sir  William  Blackstone,  that  the  constitution  of 
England  would  be  destroyed,  and  could  only  be  destroyed,  by  one 
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of  the  three  branches  of  the  Legislature  losing  its  constitutional 
weight,  and  submitting  to  the  domination  of  the  other  two. 

8thly,  Lastly,  and  above  all,  because  by  this  wilful  and  deliberate 
abandonment  of  the  cause  of  true  religion,  and  of  the  security  of 
the  Chorch  in  Ireland,  to  which  the  fundamental  laws  of  the 
constitution,  the  act  of  union,  the  oath  of  our  Sovereign,  and  all 
the  most  sacred  duties  of  subjects  to  their  ruler  and  of  men  to  their 
Maker,  alike  bind  us,  we  have  provoked  the  justice  of  Almighty 
God,  and  have  given  too  much  reason  to  apprehend  the  visitation 
of  Divine  vengeance  for  this  presumptuous  act  of  national  dis- 
obedience. 

Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

George  Eenyon,   Lord  Kenyon,  for  the  first,  third,  and  last 

reasons. 
Richard  Butler,  Earl  of  Glengall,  for  the  first  and  third  reasons. 
James  Henry  Monk,  Bishop  of  Glouoeeter  and  Bristol,  for  the 

third  reason. 
Samuel  Kyle,  Bishop  of  Cork  and  Clo3me,  for  all  the  reasons. 

Because  the  Bill  cannot  but  have  the  efiect  of  materially 
iocreasiiig  the  power  of  Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland,  a  power 
already  far  too  great  for  the  security  of  the  Protestant  Established 
Church,  and  for  the  security  of  the  union  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

James  Henry  Monk,  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  BristoL 

Richard  BuUer,  Earl  of  Glengall. 

Montagn  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

George  Murray,  Bishop  of  Boohester. 

DCCLX. 

August  6,  1840. 

In  order  to  hasten  the  Ecclesiastical  Duties  and  Revenues  Bill  the 
standing  orders  No.  26  and  155,  forbidding  Bills  to  be  carried  two  stages 
in  one  day,  were  suspended. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  the  suspension  of  the  said  standing  orders^  to  which  the 
House  may  properly  have  recourse  in  cases  where  there  is  any 
urgent  necessity  for  unusual  expedition,  appears  to  me  highly 
improper  in  the  course  of  a  Bill  of  the  highest  importance,  the 
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details  of  which  required  deliberate  consideration,  no  reason  what- 
ever being  even  stated  to  the  House  for  departing  from  the  usual 
course  of  proceeding. 

Dudley  Ryder,  Earl  of  Harrowby. 
Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 
William  Courtenay,  Earl  of  Devon. 


DCCLXI,  DCCLXII. 

August  6,  1840. 

The  third  reading  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Duties  Bill  elicited  the  following 
protests. 

1st,  Because  the  bishops,  as  a  body,  have  never  been  consulted 
as  to  the  innovations  introduced  into  this  Bill ;  a  fact  which  ought 
to  be  thus  publicly  recorded. 

andly,  Because^  in  consequence  of  this  want  of  confidence  in  the 
body  of  bishops,  the  design  of  cathedral  institutions  has  not  been 
sufficiently  considered,  only  a  part  of  their  duties  having  been 
stated  in  the  Reports  on  which  this  Bill  is  grounded,  viz.  the  per- 
formance of  cathedral  service,  and  the  superintendence  of  the  sacred 
edifices  committed  to  the  care  of  the  respective  chapters ;  whereas 
other  important  objects,  it  is  maintained,  ought  to  have  been  taken 
into  consideration,  viz.  the  forming  and  keeping  up  a  body  of 
dignified  clergy  of  intermediate  rank  between  the  highest  ecclesi- 
astical authorities  and  the  parochial  clergy ;  having  leisure  and 
opportunities  for  pursuing  theological  and  other  branches  of  learn- 
ing, conducive  to  the  good  of  the  Church  ;  which  studies  the  cure 
of  souls  would  greatly  interfere  with ;  if  not  in  some  instances 
altogether  impede. 

3rdly,  Because  from  this  dignified  and  learned  body  men  emi- 
nently qualified  to  serve  the  interests  of  religion  have  been  con- 
tinually selected  for  the  highest  offices  of  the  Church,  by  which 
means  the  established  religion  has  received  great  support. 

4thly,  Because  if  these  dignities  are  diminished  in  number, 
the  same  supply  cannot  reasonably  be  looked  for  ;  more  especially 
if  the  remaining  members  of  the  chapters  have  their  time  fully 
occupied  by  the  duties  of  their  respective  cathedrals. 

5thly,  Because  the  constitution  of  the  Established  Church  will 
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be  materially  changed  by  the  cutting  off  the  supply  of  clerks  of 
approved  character  and  experience. 

6thly,  Because  the  tendency  of  these  innovations  will  be  to  increase 
the  difficulties  of  the  deans  and  chapters,  and  to  bring  them  into 
disrepute,  on  account  of  duties  which,  through  age  and  infirmities, 
they  may  not  be  able  to  perform  ;  and  thus  prepare  the  way  for 
their  total  abolition ;  in  which  case  there  will  be  no  intermediate 
order  between  bishops  and  the  parochial  clergy ;  a  state  of  things 
entirely  subversive  of  the  present  constitution  of  the  Established 
Church. 

7thly,  Becaase,  after  folly  considering  the  sanctity  and  obliga- 
tion of  the  oaths  taken  by  bishops  to  defend  and  maintain  the 
rights,  privileges,  and  property  of  their  cathedrals  according  to  the 
respective  statutes  of  each,  it  appears  that  those  who  have  taken 
such  oaths  cannot  consent  to  measures,  which  are  plainly  contrary 
to  these  most  solemn  engagements. 

8thly,  Because  the  name  of  Norrisian  Professor  is  not  mentioned 
in  this  Bill,  notwithstanding  it  cannot  be  denied  that  for  more 
than  half  a  century  the  public  theological  instruction  given  in  the 
University  of  Cambridge  has  chiefly  depended  upon  the  learning 
and  exertions  of  that  professor. 

9thly,  Because  this  Bill  has  been  hurried  through  all  its  stages 
in  a  most  unseemly  manner,  in  consequence  of  which  hasty  pro- 
ceeding's the  members  of  this  House  have  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  obtaining  the  necessary  information  concerning  this  most  im- 
portant subject. 

Joseph  Allen,  Bishop  of  Ely. 

Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter,  for  the  first,  second,  third, 
and  ninth  reasons. 

1st,  Because,  although  the  Bill  has  been  much  improved  in  its 
progress  through  the  House,  yet  even  in  its  present  shape  it  goes 
to  establish  a  dangerous  precedent  in  the  manner  in  which  it 
proposes  to  deal  with  ancient  foundations  and  established  rights. 

2ndly,  Because  the  plea  of  necessity  as  applicable  to  this  Bill  is 
fallacious,  inasmuch,  as  although  it  is  fully  admitted  that  a  neces- 
sity exists  for  applying  some  remedy  to  the  great  evil  of  spiritual 
destitution  so  extensively  prevalent,  no  necessity  has  been  proved 
or  ever  stated  for  resorting  to  this  particular  mode  of  supplying 
the  deficiency. 
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3Tdl7,  Because  a  larg^  amount  of  pecuniary  assistance  might 
have  been  obtained  by  other  and  better  means,  from  the  funds  of 
cathedral  foundations^  towards  the  support  of  ministers  engaged  in 
parochial  ministration,  and  the  establishments  themselves  in  all 
their  parts  might  have  been  made,  by  judicious  regulation,  exten- 
sively useful  towards  the  preaching  of  God's  Word  in  the  land^  so 
as  to  accomplish  the  desirable  object  which  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  have  in  view^  and  at  the  same  time  to  preserve  and  strengthen 
the  ancient  foundations  of  our  venerable  Church. 

4thly,  Because  the  preservation  of  our  ancient  cathedral  esta- 
blishments, and  the  adaptation  of  them  to  an  improved  parochial 
ministration,  would  have  conciliated  and  united  all  true  friends  of 
the  Established  Church,  whilst  the  course  adopted  in  the  present 
Bill  is  repugnant  to  the  feelings  and  the  wishes  of  a  large  propor- 
tion both  of  the  ministers  and  the  lay  members  of  that  Church. 

5thly,  Because,  although  by  the  principles  and  practice  of  the 
British  Constitution  an  interference  by  the  legislature  with  the 
property  of  individuals  or  of  bodies  of  men,  under  special  and 
peculiar  circumstances,  must  be  allowed,  for  the  benefit  of  all  the 
subjects  who  live  under  it,  yet  it  is  equally  the  doctrine  of  that 
Constitution,  and  is  essentially  necessary  to  its  security^  that  such 
interference  should  be  regulated  by  known  and  understood  prin- 
ciples, under  the  sanction  of  which  Englishmen  may  feel  that  they 
can  dispose  of  or  bestow  their  property  in  confidence  according  to 
their  will,  and  may,  on  the  other  hand,  enjoy  what  is  bestowed 
according  to  law  in  confidence  and  peace. 

6thly,  Because  it  is  the  established  doctrine  of  our  law,  as  ad- 
ministered in  dealing  with  property  of  any  sort  which  has  been 
devoted  to  purposes  of  charity  or  benevolence,  that  the  will  of  the 
founder  shall  be  respected,  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  under 
the  change  of  times  and  circumstances;  but  this  doctrine,  al- 
though founded  upon  the  plainest  principle  of  justice,  has  been 
overlooked  by  the  provisions  of  the  present  Bill,  under  which  a 
great  mass  of  property  is  forcibly  taken,  to  be  applied,  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  commissioners  for  purposes  highly  laudable,  but  with  a 
total  disregard  in  the  manner  of  its  application  to  the  wishes,  the 
feelings,  and  the  local  attachments  of  those  from  whom  such  pro- 
perty is  derived. 

7thly,  Because  some  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  have  no  sort 
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of  connexion  with  its  professed  object,  and  go  beyond  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  commissioners,  and  are  not  supported  by  any 
documentary  or  other  evidence  of  which  Parliament  is  in  pos- 
session. 

8thly,  Because  the  establishment  of  a  permanent  commission^ 
comprised  in  part  of  lay  members  nominated  by  the  Crown,  and 
remoYcable  at  pleasure,  with  such  powers  as  are  created  by  this 
Bill,  is  inconsistent  with  the  established  frame  of  ecclesiastical 
polity  in  England,  and  creates  an  unnecessary  and  mischievous 
interference  with  those  authorities  to  which,  by  the  constitution 
of  our  Church,  the  duties  of  superintendence  have  been  hitherto 
confided. 

William  Courtenay,  Earl  of  Devon. 
Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 
Cropley  Ashley  Cooper,  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 
Montagu  Bertie,  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

DCCLXIII,  DCCLXIV. 

August  24,  1841. 

The  House  of  Commons,  on  the  4th  of  June,  voted  want  of  confidence 
in  the  G^ovemment  by  a  majority  of  one,  3i2to3ii.  On  the  23rd  of 
June  the  House  was  £ssolved,  and  on  the  19th  of  August  re-assembled. 
On  the  24th  of  August  the  Lords,  in  an  amendment  to  the  Address,  voted 
by  168  to  96  that  the  Government  had  not  the  confidence  of  the  country. 
On  ihe  27th  of  August  the  same  conclusion  was  arrived  at  by  the 
Commons  by  360  to  269.  The  real  point  of  attack  in  the  Address 
was  a  statement  that  the  Houses  would  consider  the  laws  which  regulate 
the  price  of  com. 

lie  following  protests  were  entered. 

1st,  Because  we  are  adverse  in  principle  to  all  restraints  upon 
commerce.  We  consider  that  public  prosperity  is  best  promoted 
by  leaving  the  national  industry  to  flow  in  its  natural  free  current, 
and  we  think  that  practical  measures  should  be  adopted  to  bring 
our  commercial  legislation  back  to  a  straight  and  simple  course  of 
wisdom,  instead  of  continuing  a  system  of  artificial  and  injurious 
restriction. 

andly,  Because  we  think  that  the  great  principle  of  leaving 
commerce  unfettered  applies  more  peculiarly  and  on  the  highest 
ground  of  justice,  to  the  trade  in  those  articles  which  con- 
stitute   the   sustenance    of   the    people.      The    experience    of  a 
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quarter  of  a  century  has  proved,  that  the  Com  Laws  passed 
subsequently  to  the  year  1815  have  neither  produced  the  plenty, 
the  cheapness,  the  steadiness  of  price,  nor  any  of  the  other  benefits 
anticipated  by  the  advocates  of  those  laws ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  all  the  evil  consequences  predicted  at  the  time,  by  those 
opposed  to  monopoly,  have  been  realised. 

3rdly,  Because  the  practical  effect  of  the  variable  scale  of  duties, 
has  been  to  introduce  a  system  of  speculative  jobbing  and  of 
fictitious  sales,  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the  averages,  in  order 
to  enter  com  at  the  minimum  duties.  It  is  impossible,  under 
this  system,  to  ascertain  whether  sales  are  real  or  fictitious,  and  it 
is  well  known  that  during  the  last  two  years,  the  averages  have 
been  raised,  by  bringing  for  sale  into  the  principal  markets  of  the 
Kingdom  only  the  best  qualities  of  com,  and  that  the  inferior 
grain  has  been  withheld  from  those  markets,  until  the  high  average 
prices  reduced  the  duties  to  minimum  rates. 

4thly,  Because  the  inevitable  effect  of  a  system  which  prevents  a 
regular  trade  in  com  is  to  derange  the  course  of  commerce  when- 
ever the  accidents  of  the  season  occasion  a  deficiency  in  the  harvest. 
The  fall  of  the  foreign  exchanges  and  export  of  bullion  consequent 
on  a  sudden  demand  for  large  quantities  of  com  from  countries 
with  whom  our  restrictive  laws  preclude  interchange  in  ordinary 
years,  have  already,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  brought  the  bank- 
ing institutions  of  the  country  to  the  verge  of  bankruptcy,  and 
occasioned  general  commercial  distress. 

5thly,  Because  the  prosperity  of  a  great  manu£Eicturing  and 
commercial  nation  depends  in  a  great  measure  upon  foreign  trade 
and  access  to  foreign  markets.  The  multitude  of  restrictions  and 
prohibitions  with  which  our  tariff  is  encumbered,  throw  great 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  trade,  without  any  corresponding  advantage 
to  the  revenue,  and  the  system  of  excluding  foreign  produce  has 
already  had  a  most  prejudicial  effect  in  inducing  those  countries 
to  encourage  native  manufactures,  and  to  retaliate  by  corresponding 
restrictions  upon  British  merchandize.  In  the  present  state  of  our 
relations  with  other  powers,  it  appears  impossible  to  persist  longer 
in  this  restrictive  system,  without  imminent  danger  of  losing  some 
of  our  best  markets. 

Lastly,  Because  we  think  it  one  of  the  first  duties  of  a  Govern- 
ment to  impose   no    unnecessary   burdens   upon   the    industrious 
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classes.  A  system  which  excludes,  or  imposes  high  duties  on 
foreign  produce,  for  the  sake  of  .protecting  particular  interests, 
violates  this  obligation,  on  the  one  hand,  by  impeding  the  free 
course  of  industry,  and  on  the  other  by  enhancing  artificially  the 
cost  of  subsistence.  Under  present  circumstances  the  maintenance 
of  this  system  involves,  in  addition  to  those  indirect  burdens,  the 
necessity  of  imposing  a  larg^  amount  of  direct  taxes  to  make  good 
a  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  which  would  not  exist,  if  all  articles 
of  consumption  and  merchandise  were  admitted  into  our  ports  at 
moderate  duties. 

Augustus  Frederic,  Duke  of  Sussex. 

John  Lumley,  Earl  of  Soarborough. 

Thomas  Dundas,  Earl  of  Zetland. 

Francis  William  Caulfield,  Lord  Charlemont  (Earl  of  Charle- 

mont). 
William  Francis  Spencer  Poneonby,  Lord  De  Mauley. 
Henry  Bromley,  Lord  Montfort. 
Katbaniel  Clements,  Lord  Clements  (Earl  of  Leitrim). 
Thomas  Henry  Foley,  Lord  Foley. 
William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor,  for  the  first,  second, 

third,  and  last  reasons. 
Edward  John  Littleton,  Lord  Hatherton,  for  the  first,  second, 

third,  and  last  reasons. 
Archibald  Acheson,  Lord  Worlingham  (Earl  of  Gosford  *),  for 

the  first  and  third  reasons. 

1st,  Because  the  Address  adopted  by  the  House,  in  failing  to 
respond  to  the  recommendation  contained  in  her  Majesty^s  gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  is  to  be  regarded  as  a  deliberate  condem- 
nation of  the  policy  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  and  as  such  must 
tend  to  their  speedy  retirement  from  the  service  of  the  State,  and 
to  the  substitution  of  others  as  advisers  of  the  Crown  whose 
known  maxims  of  government  afford  no  ground  of  hope  that  any 
measures  emanating  from  their  Councils  can  adequately  meet  the 
difficulties  of  the  present  crisis  of  public  afiairs. 

2ndly,  Because  that  part  of  the  policy  of  those  ministers  to 
which  such  condemnation  most  pointedly  applies  has  been  merely 
an  endeavour  upon  their  parts,  practically  to  enforce  the  enlightened 
and  intelligible  principle,  that  it  is  more  just  and  wise,  with  a  view 
to  the  provision  of  a  sufficient  public  revenue,  to  remove  restrictions 

'  Lord  Worlingham  signs  as  Earl  of  Gosford. 
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upon  commerce,  and  thus  extend  its  operation,  tlian  to  perpetuate 
monopolies  and  increase  taxation. 

3rdly,  Because  the  political  party  from  which  successors  to  those 
ministers  must  probably  be  chosen  has  uniformly  proved  itself, 
whether  in  or  out  of  power,  to  be  hostile  to  the  reform  of  abuses, 
to  the  rights  of  conscience,  and  to  the  freedom  of  the  subject,  and 
consequently  must  fail,  as  advisers  of  the  Crown,  to  command  that 
respect  without  which  the  affairs  of  a  great  Empire  cannot  be 
successfully  administered. 

4thly,  Because  the  uniform  practice  of  that  party,  when  in 
power,  has  been  to  foster  social  differences  and  religious  animosities 
among  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland,  a  system  of  misgovemment  as 
injurious  in  its  ultimate  results  to  those  whom  it  professed  to 
favour  as  to  the  large  number  it  directly  oppressed,  inasmuch  as 
its  baneful  effect  has  been  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  country 
from  important  national  objects,  and  to  prevent  that  cordial  tmion 
of  its  intellect  and  strength  which  would  render  a  continuance  of 
bad  government  impossible. 

MOST    ESPECIALLY    DISSENTIENT. 

5thly,  Because  that  political  party  has  either  by  the  actual 
enforcement  or  the  constant  attempt  to  enforce  its  own  vicious 
principles  of  government  made  itself  justly  odious  to  the  large 
majority  of  the  Irish  people.  Whatever  may  be  the  temporary 
professions  of  an  administration  composed  of  members  of  that 
party,  by  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  it  can  only  be  regarded 
as  a  government  of  their  inveterate  enemies,  who  to  the  veiy  last 
approved  and  defended  the  iniquities  of  the  penal  code,  and  who, 
since  its  extorted  repeal,  have  been  foremost  in  every  attempt  to 
curtail  their  civil  and  political  privileges.  The  Roman  Catholics 
must  feel,  if  for  no  other  reason,  that  the  party  which  insulted 
when  it  could  not  injure  will  be  sure  to  injure  whenever  it  can. 
Between  an  administration  so  constituted,  and  subjects  thus  justi- 
fiably distrustful,  but  conscious  at  the  same  time  that  they  are  now 
too  numerous  and  strong  to  be  outraged  with  impunity,  there  is 
little  hope  that  the  primary  object  of  all  good  government  can 
be  practically  attained ;  viz.  a  prompt  and  cheerful  obedience  to 
the  laws,  founded  upon  the  conviction  that  the  laws  are  just,  and 
justly  administered.     On  the  contrary,  in  looking  to  the  probable 
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coarse  of  events  in  Ireland,  there  is  too  much  reason  to  apprehend 
that  the  restoration  to  power  of  a  party  notoriously  inimical  to  so 
many  millions  of  her  Majesty^s  subjects  must  produce,  in  the  minds 
of  the  latter^  such  a  general  and  deep  discontent  as  in  its  conse- 
quence must  speedily  endanger  the  public  peace,  and  ultimately 
impair  the  strength  of  the  British  Empire. 

Valentine  Browne  Lawless,  Lord  Clonourry. 

DCCLXV. 

April  18,  1842. 

The  Act  of  1842,  5  and  6  Victoria,  cap.  14,  was  read  a  third  time  in 
the  Lower  House,  and  carried  on  the  7th  of  April,  by  236  to  86, 
Mr.  Cobden  having  been  defeated  on  a  motion,  '  That  inasmuch  as  this 
House  has  repeatedly  declared  by  its  votes  and  the  reports  of  its  Com- 
mittees, that  it  is  beyond  the  power  of  Parliament  to  regulate  the 
wages  of  labour  in  tbis  country,  it  is  inexpedient  and  unjust  to  pass 
a  law  to  regulate,  with  a  view  to  raise  unnaturally,  the  prices  of  food.' 
The  maximum  duty  on  wheat,  barley,  oats,  rye,  beans,  and  pease,  from 
foreign  countries  and  British  possessions  were  20s.  and  5«.;  115.  and 
28.  6d, ;  Ss.  and  28, ;  us.  6d.  and  39. ;  and  the  maximum  rates  of  price  at 
which  the  minimum  duty  should  be  paid  on  foreign  and  colonial  corn 
were  for  the  same  kinds  of  grain  severally  739.  and  58^. ;  37^.  and  319. ; 
279.  and  23«. ;  428,  and  349.  The  debate  in  the  Lords,  when  the  second 
reading  was  moved  by  the  Earl  of  Ripon,  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Series, 
vol.  Ixii,  p.  572.  The  second  reading  was  carried  by  119  to  17,  the  three 
Lords  in  the  subjoined  protest  voting  in  the  minority.  Lord  Brougham 
then  moved  *  That  no  duty  ought  to  be  introduced  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  com,'  a  proposal  which  was  rejected  by  109  to  5,  the  minority 
being  Lords  Clanricarde,  Radnor,  Kinnaird,  Brougham,  and  Vivian. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  no  alteration  of  the  existing  duties  upon  foreign 
com  ought  to  have  been  proposed  without  having  previously 
endeavoured  to  ascertain  by  a  Parliamentary  inquiry  at  what 
prices  and  in  what  quantities  it  could  be  imported;  and  also, 
whether  the  remunerating  prices  of  com  which  is  grown  at  home 
continued  to  be  the  same  as  they  were  when  the  present  Com  Law 
was  enacted. 

2ndly,  Because  the  protection  which  agriculture  now  enjoys  is 
not  greater  than  is  requisite,  is  advantageous  to  all  classes  of  the 
community,  and  could  not  be  diminished  without  extreme  injustice 
to  those  who  under  the  faith  of  Parliament  have  invested  their 
capital  in  the  cultivation  of  land. 
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3rdly,  Because  the  proposed  alteration  of  the  Com  Law  would 
^  cause  a  very  considerable  decrease  of  the  protection  which  the 
present  duty  aflfords  to  the  home  grower/  as  was  allowed  to  be 
the  case  by  the  minister  who  recommended  that  alteration. 

4thly,  Because  a  'very  considerable  decrease'  of  the  present 
protection  would  discourage  British  agriculture,  might  render  this 
country  dependant  upon  foreigners  for  a  supply  of  the  first  necessary 
of  life^  and  might,  in  the  event  of  unfavourable  seasons,  expose  it  to 
the  horrors  of  famine. 

5thly,  Because  a  *very  considerable  decrease'  of  the  present 
protection  might  produce  a  permanent  depression  in  the  prices  of 
British  corn,  a  corresponding  diminution  of  consumption  and 
expenditure^  and  a  corresponding  increase  of  the  distress  and 
discontent  which  now  unhappily  prevail. 

6thly,  Because  the  discouragement  of  British  agriculture  would 
be  very  injurious  to  the  labourers  who  are  now  employed  in  tillage, 
and  might  reduce  their  wages,  which  in  many  districts  are  already 
much  too  low  to  provide  for  their  comfortable  subsistence. 

7thly,  Because  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  Parliament  to  afibrd 
due  protection  to  those  who  are  employed  in  agriculture  as  well 
as  in  any  other  branch  of  British  industry,  all  of  whom  have  a 
common  interest  to  prevent  the  competition  of  foreigners  in  the 
home  market. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 
James  Howard  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbtiry. 
Miles  Thomas  Stapleton,  Lord  Beaumont. 

DCCLXVI. 

April  19,  1842. 

On  this  day  the  Lords  went  into  Committee  on  the  Com  Importation 
Bill,  after  debate  and  a  division  (207  to  71),  on  a  proposal  of  Lord 
Melbourne's  to  substitute  a  fixed  duty  for  a  sliding  scale.  The  debate 
is  to  be  found  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixii,  p.  721. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  it  is  contrary  to  the  first  principles  of  political  economy 
to  embarrass  trade  by  restrictions  or  taxes  tending  to  enhance  the 
price  of  human  food. 

2ndly,  Because  the  new  scale  of  duty  as  to  wheat  and  oats 
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favours  the  horses  of  the  aristocracy  in  preference  to  the  children 
of  the  poor. 

3rdly,  Because  the  landholders  of  Ireland,  distressed  and  beggared 
by  absentee  landlords^  rely  chiefly  on  the  sale  of  oats  for  the  means 
of  existence,  and  will  by  the  proposed  law  be  induced  to  give  a 
preference  to  wheat,  for  which  the  climate  of  Ireland  is  little  fit. 

Valentine  Browne  Lawless,  Lord  Cloneurry. 

DCCLXVII,  DCCLXVIII. 

April  22,  1842. 

The  two  following  protests  were  inserted  after  the  third  reading  of  the 
Com  Importation  Bill.     No  division  was  taken. 

1st,  Because,  though  recognising  the  principle  of  a  sliding  scale, 
the  protection  to  the  home  grower  is  so  materially  diminished  by 
the  proposed  new  scale  of  duties  upon  imports  of  foreign  grain  as 
to  render  the  cultivation  of  wheat,  barley,  and  oats  upon  poor  soils 
a  matter  of  the  greatest  risk  and  hazard,  if  not  actual  loss. 

2ndly,  Because  the  Bill^  while  professing  to  hold  out  a  protection 
to  agriculture,  will,  in  consequence  of  the  facility  given  to  the 
importation  of  all  the  articles  of  consumption^  put  an  end  to  all 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  grower  to  lay  out  his  capital  in  permanent 
improvement  of  land  with  a  view  to  increase  the  supply  of  the 
home  market. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Bill  will  in  its  operation  tend  materially  to 
diminish  the  comforts  of  the  agricultural  labourer,  inasmuch  as 
the  &rmer^  obliged  to  abandon  the  hope  of  remunerating  price 
for  his  capital  expended,  must  necessarily  shorten  the  number  of 
his  men,  or  pay  them  at  reduced  rates  of  wag^s. 

4thly,  Because  the  Bill,  coupled  as  it  is  with  the  proposed  revision 
of  the  tariff,  will  materially  affect  the  means  whereby  the  cultivation 
of  the  soil  may  be  undertaken  with  any  fair  chance  of  profit,  and 
consequently  inflict  great  distress  upon  the  labourers  in  husbandry, 
and  generally  upon  those  classes  who  depend  upon  the  cultivation 
of  the  soil  for  their  maintenance  and  support. 

Thomas  Atherton  Powys,  Lord  LUford. 

Because  the  new  Corn  Bill,  although  it  was  allowed  by  the 
minister  who  proposed  it  to  *  cause  a  very  considerable  decrease  of 
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the  protection  which  the  present  duties  aflPord  to  the  home  grower/ 
is  not  accompanied^  as  in  justice  it  ought  to  have  been,  by  the 
following  measures;  viz. 

1.  The  repeal  of  all  the  taxes  which  fall  directly  upon  land; 

the  land  tax,  the  malt  tax,  and  the  hop  duty : 

2.  The  equalization  of  all  the  rates  of  which  the  occupiers 

of  land  bear  at  present  an  undue  and  unffiir  proportion ; 
poor  rates,  highway  rates^  and  county  rates : 

3.  The  repeal  of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act,  which  can  no 

longer  be  just  or  applicable : 

4.  A  legislative  enactment  authorizing  all  persons  who  hold 

leases  to  surrender  them  on  giving  six  months'  notice 
before  Lady  Day  or  Michaelmas : 

5.  A  legislative  enactment  directing  the  payment  made  under 

every  written  contract  to  be  reduced  according  to  the 
proportion  which  the  average  prices  of  wheat  under  the 
new  Com  Bill  may,  at  the  time  of  making  such  payment, 
bear  to  its  average  price  at  the  time  that  such  contract 
was  formed^  so  that  such  payment  may  be  of  the  same 
value  as  was  originally  intended  and  agreed  to  by  the 
parties. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

DCCLXIX. 

April  25,  1842. 

By  5  and  6  Victoria,  cap.  15,  an  additional  duty  of  i«.  per  gallon  was 
laid  on  Irish  spirits,  making  the  duty  39.  4t2.  The  measure  seems  to  have 
roused  no  great  amount  of  opposition,  but  the  following  protest  was 
inserted  against  the  third  reading. 

1st,  Because  the  proposed  increase  of  nearly  forty  per  cent,  upon 
the  duties  heretofore  payable  on  Irish  spirits  is  inconsistent  with 
those  just  principles  which  ought  to  regulate  taxation  laid  upon 
articles  of  consumption. 

2ndly,  Because  this  proposed  increase  of  duty  is  at  variance  with 
the  recommendations  of  two  successive  Boards  of  Commissioners  of 
Enquiry  appointed  to  report  upon  this  subject  by  two  successive 
Oovemments. 

3rdly,   Because  this  increase  of  duty  is  also  contrary  to  the 
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experience  of  the  last  twenty  years,  which  has  proved  most  con- 
clusively that  the  result  of  imposing  increased  duty  on  Irish  spirits 
has  been  the  diminution  of  spirits  legally  distilled,  and  the  great 
encouragement  of  illicit  distillation. 

4tbly,  Because  the  practice  of  illicit  distillation  has  not  only 
been  productive  of  loss  to  the  revenue,  but  has  also  invariably  been 
a  fruitftil  source  of  immorality  and  crime,  imposing  upon  her 
Majesty's  troops  duties  subversive  of  military  discipline,  and  lead- 
ing to  the  enactment  of  laws  of  peculiar  hardship,  and  scarcely 
reconcileable  with  the  principles  of  the  Constitution. 

5thly,  Because  the  reduced  protection  which  the  new  scale  of 
duties  on  foreign  com  will  give  to  home-grown  oats  as  compared 
with  home-grown  wheat  will  afford  additional  temptations  and 
inducements  to  apply  oats  to  the  purposes  of  illicit  distillation, 
rendering  the  present  a  most  inopportune  moment  for  increasing 
the  duty. 

Because,  from  all  these  reasons,  the  estimated  increase  of  revenue 
will  be  found  a  delusion,  or  a  result  which,  if  realized,  places  at  risk 
the  tranquillity  of  the  country  and  the  morals  of  the  people. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

Bichard  Ponsonby,  Bishop  of  Derry  and   Baphoe,   for  the 

fourth  reason. 
Henry  Fitzmaurice   Petty,   Marquis   of  Lansdowne,   for  the 

second,  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  reasons. 
Ulick  John  De  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 
Hugh  Fortescue,  Earl  Fortesoue,  for  the  fourth  and  fifth  reasons. 
Arthur  James  Plunket,  Earl  of  Fingall. 
Bichard  Hussey  Vivian,  Lord  Vivian,  for  the  fourth  reason. 
Francis  William  Caulfield,  Lord  Charlemont  (Earl  of  Charle- 

mont). 
Henry  Brittle,  Lord  Dtmalley. 
Arthur  French,  Lord  De  Ereyne. 


DCCLXX— DLXXICCI. 

June  21,  1842. 

The  third  readmg  of  Peel's  Income  Tax  Bill  in  the  Lords  was  preceded 
by  a  debate  (Hanswd,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixiv,  p.  3),  which  was  adjourned 
till  the  2  ist  of  June,  when  a  division  was  taken,  99  voting  for  the  Bill, 
28  against  it. 

The  following  protests  were  entered. 

VOL.  in.  R 
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1st,  Because  an  income  tax  is  jnstlj  odious  from  its  inquisitorial 
nature  as  well  as  from  the  ineqimlity  of  its  pressure,  and  ought  not 
to  be  imposed  except  in  a  case  of  great  emergency,  such  as  does  not 
at  present  exist. 

andly,  Beeause  an  income  tax  may  occasion  a  very  considerable 
curtailment  of  private  expenditure,  and  may  thus  extend  and 
aggravate  the  present  distress,  which  has  arisen  from  an  insufficient 
employment  and  remuneration  of  labour. 

3rdly,  Because  an  income  tax  ought  to  be  reserved  as  a  resource 
for  war,  when  the  expenditure  is  unavoidably  such  as  ceuld  not 
be  otherwise  defrayed. 

4thly,  Because  an  income  tax,  when  imposed  in  order  to  supply 
a  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  and  not  to  meet  the  exigencies  of 
an  expensive  war,  must  convey  to  foreign  powers  a  very  unfevour- 
able  and  injurious  impression  with  respect  to  the  resources  of  this 
country. 

5thly,  Because  an  income  tax  is  not  required  by  the  deficiency  of 
the  revenue^  for  which  a  provision  might  have  been  made  by 
imposing  again  some  of  those  taxes  the  repeal  of  which  had 
occasioned  that  deficiency,  but  had  not  afforded  the  relief  that  was 
expected. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 


ist.  Because  this  Bill,  though  entitled  'Property  1^/  is  in 
truth  a  tax  on  income,  and  I  consider  any  tax  on  income  objec- 
tionable, as  being — 

1.  Unjust,  inasmuch  as  it  taxes  to  the  same  amount  equal 

yearly  incomes  of  really  unequal  value  : 

2.  Inquisitorial,  and  necessarily  requiring  for  its  due  collection 

such  scrutiny  into  the  affidrs  of  individuals  as  is  abhor- 
rent from  the  feelings  of  Englishmen  in  all  cases,  and 
in  many,  especially  in  those  of  persons  concerned  in  trade, 
inconvenient  and  highly  injurious : 

3.  Demoralizing,  because  in  divers  cases  it  requires  the  oaths 

of  parties  to  be  made  in  direct  opposition  to  their 
pecuniary  interests,  and  thus  holds  out  temptation  to 
pequry  and  fraud  : 

4.  Impolitic,  as  forcibly  diverting  a  portion  of  the  profits  of 
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trade  from   productive   to  the   support  of  unproductive 
labour;  and 
5.  Because  I  believe  that  the  allegation  that  a  tax  on  income 
affects  the  rich   only,  and   not  the  poor,  is  altogether 
erroneous;  and  that  every  tax  falls,  sooner  or  later,  on 
the  poorer  classes  of  the  people,  and  none  more  inmie- 
diately  than  a  direct  tax  imposed  on  the  incomes  of  the 
employers  of  labour. 
2ndly^  Because  several  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  appear  to 
me  absurd,  and  unnecessarily  unjust  and  impolitic : 

1.  By  this  Bill,  while  all  the  incomes  enumerated  in  the 

Schedules  (A),  (C),  (D),  and  (E),  though  of  greatly 
varying  value,  are  assessed  at  fd.  in  the  pounds  incomes 
arising  from  the  occupation  of  land  are  assessed  in 
Schedule  (B)  at  3^^^.  (and  in  some  cases  at  2\d.)  in  the 
pound.  The  grounds  of  this  distinction  have  not  been 
explained,  but  the  consequence  must  necessarily  be  that 
it  gives  an  undue  advantage  to  capital  employed  in 
agricultural  pursuits,  and  tends  to  raise  to  an  unnatural 
level  the  rent  paid  for  the  occupation  and  use  of  land. 

2.  The  profits  of  tenants,  occupiers  of  land,  are  measured  by 

the  rent  due  to  the  respective  landlords — a  test^  as  it 
appears  to  me,  assumed  capriciously,  without  any  assign- 
able reason,  and  the  consequence  of  which  must  be^  first, 
that  a  tenant  who  pays  a  low  and  inadequate  rent  will 
have  the  further  benefit  of  being  assessed  at  a  low  rate 
on  his  income,  while  the  tenant  oppressed  by  a  high  rent 
will  have  to  bear  the  additional  burden  of  a  heavy  tax ; 
and,  secondly,  that  in  cases  where  long  leases  of  lands 
have  been  granted  at  low  rents,  in  consideration  of  capital 
expended  on  permanent  improvements,  the  landlord  will 
be  assessed  on  an  income  which  he  does  not  receive, 
and  the  tenant  deprived  of  the  opportunity  to  replace  his 
capital ;  the  tendency  of  this  provision  is,  to  prevent  the 
outlay  of  capital  on  permanent  agricultural  improvements. 

3.  Traders  are  required  to  return  their  incomes  on  the  average 

of  their  profits  for  the  three  last  years,  so  that  the  man 
whose  business  is  declining  will  have,  in  aggravation 
of  his  losses,  to  pay  more  than  his  due  proportion  of  the 

R  2 
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tax,  but  he  whose  business  is  thriving  will  have  the 
further  advantage  of  paying  less  than  his  proper  share. 

4.  In  this  Bill  I  find  no  provision  by  which  a  man  who  is 

possessed  of  property,  and  who  is  also  engaged  in  trade, 
may  deduct  the  losses  (if  any  should  occur)  accruing  in 
the  one  case  from  the  income  arising  in  the  other ;  so  that 
he  may  be,  on  the  balance  of  the  whole,  a  loser,  and  yet 
be  called  upon  to  pay  a  tax  on  income,  though  he  has 
none. 

5.  By  the  third  rule  of  the  first  case  of  the  rules  for  ascertain^ 

ing  the  duties  contained  in  the  Schedule  (D)  it  is 
expressly  enacted,  that,  *  in  estimating  the  balance  of 
profits  and  gains  chargeable  under  Schedule  (D),  or  for 
the  purpose  of  assessing  the  duty  thereon,'  no  allowance 
or  deduction  shall  be  made  for,  inter  alia,  any  sum 
'  employed  or  intended  to  be  employed  as  capital  in  such 
trade,  manufacture,  adventure,  or  concern,*  or  *for  any 
capital  employed  in  improvement  of  premises  occupied 
for  the  purposes  of  such  trade,'  &e.  Thus  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  are  directly  calculated  and  seem  studiously 
drawn  up  to  prevent  any  increase  of  trade  or  manu- 
facture, either  by  extending  the  operations  of  the  one,  or 
by  improvement  in  the  machinery  and  mode  of  carrying 
on  the  other. 

6.  This  being  a  tax  upon  income,  and   not  upon  the  public 

debt,  I  hold  it  to  be  equally  unjust  and  impolitic  to 
withhold  from  foreigners  such  portion  of  the  interest  of 
that  debt  as  is  due  to  them  by  the  country,  and  for  the 
fiill  payment  of  which  the  faith  of  Parliament  is  pledged. 
In  the  case  of  British  subjects  the  Legislature  has  the 
power  to  tax  their  incomes,  from  whatever  source  arising, 
and  thus  when  those  incomes  are  derived  in  the  whole  or 
in  part  from  the  interest  of  the  public  debt,  it  has  a  right 
to  claim  a  portion  of  that  interest ;  but  to  withhold  from 
foreigners,  whose  incomes  are  beyond  the  control  of  the 
British  Legislature,  a  portion  of  the  interest  due  for 
money  actually  lent  by  them  to  this  country  on  the  faith 
of  Parliament,  appears  to  me  an  act  of  sheer  dishonesty. 
The  impolicy  of  such  a  proceeding  appears  to  me  equally 
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great,  whether  I  consider  the  alarm  which  it  may  cause  in 
the  mind  of  the  foreign  fundholder,  lest  on  some  future 
occasion  of  pressing  diflSculty  the  whole  may  be  con- 
fiscated, or  view  the  proceeding  as  an  example  to  other 
Governments  for  dealing  with  and  appropriating  to  them- 
selves funds  belonging  to  British  subjects  in  their  hands. 

3rdly,  Because  I  fear  that  the  financial  diflBculties,  to  meet 
which  it  is  alleged  that  this  tax  is  imposed,  will,  on  the  contrary, 
be  aggravated  by  it.  These  difficulties  arising,  as  I  believe, 
mainly,  if  not  wholly,  from  the  depressed  state  of  commerce  and 
manufactures,  which  has  now  prevailed  for  more  than  four  years, 
it  seems  to  follow  as  a  matter  of  course  that  the  best  remedy  would 
be  to  remove  the  burdens  which  press  most  severely  upon  them  ; 
experience  shows  that  the  taking  off  of  taxes  does  not  of  necessity 
diminish  the  revenue  by  the  amount  of  the  duties  repealed;  and 
there  are  many  taxes  which  weigh  very  heavily  on  the  springs 
of  industry,  more  especially  the  duty  on  the  importation  of  com  ; 
much,  therefore,  might,  I  think,  be  done  by  relaxation  of  taxation, 
much  also  by  modification  of  certain  differential  duties  on  foreign 
and  colonial  produce,  which,  while  they  impose  heavy  burdens  on 
the  consumer,  in  no  degree  benefit  the  public  revenue ;  but  the 
withering  influence  of  this  tax  must  increase  the  depression  of  all 
the  industrious  classes,  and  aggravate  the  difficulties  of  the  country. 

4thly,  Because  I  see  reason  to  apprehend  that  the  object  proposed 
to  be  effected  by  this  Bill  will  not  be  attained ;  the  imposition  of 
the  income  tax  is  justified  on  the  ground  of  raising  witA  certainty, 
within  the  year,  a  sum  of  money  sufficient  to  make  good  the 
existing  deficiency  of  the  revenue ;  this  tax  may  yield  the  estimated 
sum,  but  it  can  hardly  be  expected  that  there  will  not  be  a  com- 
pensating, and  probably  nearly  equal,  falling  off  in  some  other 
quarter,  so  that,  on  the  whole,  the  proposed  advantage  will  not 
be  gained. 

5thly,  Because  this  tax,  by  aggravating  the  distress,  will  increase 
the  causes  of  the  necessity  now  urged  for  its  imposition,  and  its 
continuance  and  re-enactment  at  the  time  at  which  it  is  now  destined 
to  expire  will  thus  be  rendered  still  more  necessary;  cause  and 
effect  will  reciprocally  act  on  each  other,  and  all  hope  of  being 
rid  of  this  impost,  and  of  seeing  the  restoration  of  commercial 
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prosperity,  will  be  lost>  and  the  first  fatal  step  will  have  been  taken 
towards  permanently  undermining  the  resources  and  destroying  the 
wealth  and  power  of  the  country. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 

Thomas  Dundas,  Earl  of  Zetland. 

George  William  Fox  Kinnaird,  Lord  Klnnaird  and  Bosaie. 

Thomas  Spring  Eice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

John  William  Ponsonby,  Lord  Dunoannon  (Earl  of  Bessborough). 

Ulick  John  De  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 

Archibald  Acheson,  Lord  Worlingham  (Earl  of  Gosford). 

John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell 

Valentine  Browne  Lawless,  Lord  Clonourry. 

George  William  Frederic  Villiers,  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman,  for  all  the  reasons  but  that 

which  relates  to  foreigners  holding  Stock. 
William  King  Noel,  Earl  of  IfOvelaoe. 

1st,  Because  in  its  provisions  it  charges  short  and  precarious 
incomes  in  the  same  ratio  as  fixed  and  permanent. 

2ndly,  Because  that,  so  far  from  being  applicable  to  the  removal 
of  those  difficulties  with  which  the  country  has  to  contend,  or  the 
relief  of  those  distresses  which,  with  such  intense  severity,  prevail 
universally  amongst  the  laborious  classes,  it  will  further  cripple  the 
means  of  their  employers,  and  consequently  increase  their  destitu- 
tion which  the  want  of  employment  has  occasioned. 

3rdly,  Because  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  an  inquisitorial 
examination  into  the  afiaird  of  merchants  and  manufacturers  would, 
at  this  time,  be  to  them  particularly  inconvenient,  and  in  many 
instances  ruinous,  inasmuch'  as  by  a  forced  contraction  of  the 
currency,  reducing  tiie  aggregate  amoimt  from  ^39,133,943  in 
1838  to  ^33,014,677  in  184a,  they  have  not  only  failed,  during 
the  last  three  or  four  years,  to  realize  any  net  income,  but  have 
sustained  unexampled  and  enormous  losses. 

4thly,  That  such  depression  of  our  commerce  and  manufactures 
is  the  real  source  of  the  defalcation  in  the  revenue,  which  will 
be  Airther  increased  by  the  imposition  of  an  income  tax,  though  it 
may  extort  from  the  diminished  powers  of  the  country  a  temporary 
increase  of  the  next  year's  receipts. 

5thly,  That  an  income  tax  would  therefore  impede  any  struggles 
of  the  people  to  recover  from  their  present  depression,  wid  instigate 
the  recurrence  of  those  periods  of  distress  in  our  manufacturing^ 
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districts  which  have  prevailed  since  the  peace,  and  by  degrees 
brought  down  a  surplus  revenue  of  ^€^4, 744,408  in  1822  to  a  deficit 
of 'i£^2,ioi,369  in  1842;  and  that  this  &11  is  more  completely 
diown  to  have  been  caused  by  such  commercial  and  manufacturing 
distress,  from  the  circumstance  of  the  first  years  of  deficit  being 
in  1826  and  1827,  both  years  of  well-known  and  excessive  de- 
pression, and  which  deficit  amounted  to  ^645,919  in  the  former 
and  <^826,674  in  the  latter.  Again,  a  deficit  in  1837  reappears, 
which  eontinaed  in  each  succeeding  year  till,  1842,  it  reached 
the  amount  of  j^2, 10 1,369,  as  above  stated.  That  the  year  1837 
was  more  particularly  marked  by  circumstances  illustrative  of  the 
opinion  that  the  defalcation  of  the  revenue  was  occasioned  by 
commepcial  and  manufacturing  distress;  in  1836,  a  year  of  great 
commercial  activity,  the  revenue  again  exhibited  a  surplus  of 
^^2,130,092,  which  as  rapidly  fell  to  a  deficit  of  ^^55,760  in  1837, 
and  was  accompanied  by  that  same  depression  of  commerce  and 
manu&ctures,  and  that  same  distress  of  the  laborious  classes,  which 
at  present  awakens  the  strongest  feelings  of  commiseration  and 
alarm. 

6thly,  The  Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce,  in  a  report  they 
subsequently  made  in  1839,  state  the  following  fikjt: — ^That  for 
some  few  years,  down  to  the  end  of  1835,  all  branches  of  trade  had 
been  in  a  state  of  prosperity  ;  that  in  the  end  of  that  year  the 
Bank^  by  throwing  a  large  amount  of  money  held  for  the  East 
India  Company,  and  advanced  on  account  of  the  West  India  Loan, 
laid  the  foundation  for  a  vast  increase  of  credit,  currency,  and 
enterprize  and  speculation,  which  prevailed  in  1836 ;  that  towards 
the  close  of  that  year  the  stock  of  bullion  in  the  B^ak,  which  in 
1833  had  amounted  to  ten  millions,  had  fallen  towards  the  close  of 
1836  to  little  more  than  four  millions ;  that  the  directors  in 
consequence  determined  to  check  this  fall,  and  endeavour  to 
replenish  their  coffers;  that  they  had  consequently  recourse  to 
the  only  means  which  they  declare  themselves  they  have  of  so 
doing,  namely,  by  reducing  the  circulation,  and  thus  throwing 
down  the  price  of  commodities ;  that  they  did  so  to  the  extent 
of  at  least  25  per  cent.,  and  that  in  consequence  the  persons 
engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  the  five  great  staple  commodities, 
of  cotton,  woollen,  silk,  linen,  and  hardware,  sustained  a  loss  of 
forty  millions,  in  order  and  for  the  sole  purpose  of  replacing  six  or 
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seven  millions  in  the  coffers  of  the  Bank^  this  sacrifice  being  only  a 
fraction  of  the  losses  simultaneoosly  sustained  by  the  whole  com- 
mercial world,  there  being  hardly  a  country  in  the  world  which  our 
currency  fluctuations  do  not  disturb  and  distress  ;  the  centre  of  the 
whole  is  here ;  here  is  the  heart  which  distributes  the  circulating 
blood  of  commerce,  which  influences  and  distresses,  or  supplies  and 
supports,  other  countries,  especially  those  with  which  we  have  the 
closest  commercial  intercourse,  and  more  powerfully  still  our  own 
immediate  colonies ;  that  these  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  Bank 
refilled  their  coffers,  and  in  1838  the  circulation  was  again 
increased,  and  commerce  and  manufactures  revived  for  a  time; 
but  in  1839  the  Bank  was  drained  of  its  bullion  to  a  most  alarming 
extent,  and  then  its  accustomed  means  of  replacing  it  were  again 
had  recourse  to ;  the  circulation  was  hastily  and  excessively  reduced, 
and  prices  were  thrown  down  with  proportionate  violence,  and  have 
so  continued  up  to  the  present  time;  the  Bank  thus  effectively 
constitutes  the  practical  standard  and  measure  of  value,  varying  the 
quantity  of  circulation,  and  consequent  value,  from  time  to  time  as 
the  amount  of  bullion  in  its  coffers  may  rise  or  fall,  and  thus 
defeating  often  the  commercial  operations  of  the  most  experienced 
and  cautious  persons. 

Finally,  because  an  income  tax  under  such  circumstances  must 
further  increase  the  embarrassments  and  distresses  of  the  country  to 
a  frightful  extent ;  and  I  am  decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  remedy 
is  only  to  be  found  in  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  a 
circulating  medium  that  shall  be  free  from  any  variations  of  amount 
and  consequent  value,  and  be  sufficient  to  carry  on  the  enlarged 
and  vast  concerns  of  commerce,  and  distribute  generally  through 
all  classes  the  fruits  of  labour  and  industry. 

Charles  Callis  Western,  Lord  Western. 


DCCLXXIIL 

July  5,  184-2. 

The  Customs  Act  of  1842,  5  and  6  Victoria,  cap.  47,  revised  the  tariff, 
and  removed  prohibitory  duties.  It  was  opposed  in  the  Lords  by  Earl 
Stanhope  and  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  who  moved  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  on  the  second  reading.  There  were,  however,  only  four  Not-contents 
(the  Dukes  of  Richmond  and  Buckingham,  Lords  Stanhope  and  Beau- 
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moot)  to  59  Contents.     The  debate  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixiv, 

P-  939- 

Earl  Stanhope  inserted  the  following  protest. 

ist,  Because  the  proposed  reductions  of  protecting  duties  would 
be  most  injurious  to  many  of  the  working  classes  in  this  country, 
and  would  depress  their  wages,  or  would  deprive  them  of  employ- 
ment, by  encouraging  the  importation  of  many  foreign  manufac- 
tures^ which,  from  their  cheapness,  may  be  preferred  to  those  that 
are  produced  at  home. 

2ndly,  Because  the  working  classes  have  a  right  to  demand  such 
protection  to  their  industry  as  may  enable  them  to  obtain  employ- 
ment at  adequate  wages,  and  cannot  be  deprived  of  such  protection 
without  the  most  flagrant  injustice,  without  destroying  their  respect 
for  the  existing  institutions  of  this  country,  and  without  endanger- 
ing the  security  of  property  of  every  description. 

3Tdly,  Because  a  measure  by  which  those  who  are  employed  in 
many  branches  of  industry  would  be  reduced  to  distress  and  desti- 
tution cannot  be  justified,  although  an  increased  importation  of 
foreign  manu&ctures  should  be  accompanied  by  an  increased  ex- 
portation of  some  articles  of  British  manufacture,  which,  like  those 
of  cotton  and  wool,  are  still  protected  by  duties  that  it  is  not 
proposed  to  diminish. 

4thly,  Because  an  increased  exportation  of  some  articles  of 
British  manufactures  could  not  counterbalance  the  injury  which 
would  result  from  the  proposed  measure  by  the  depression  in  the 
home  market,  which  is  by  far  the  most  important  and  the  most 
extensive,  as  well  as  the  most  secure. 

5thly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  encourage  an  in- 
creased importation  of  foreign  goods,  which,  as  experience  has 
shown,  is  not  always  accompanied  by  a  corresponding  exportation 
of  British  manufactures,  and  in  such  cases  there  ensues  a  drain  of 
bullion  which  contracts  the  circulation  of  the  country,  checks  its 
industry  and  exertions,  and  might  place  in  great  embarrassment 
and  danger  the  Bank  of  England. 

6thly,  Because  some  of  the  proposed  reductions  of  duties  would 
occasion  a  loss  to  the  revenue  without  any  advantage  to  the  con- 
sumers by  a  diminution  of  the  retail  prices,  and  other  reductions 
are  made  on  articles  of  luxury  which  are  purchased  only  by  the 
richer  classes  of  the  community. 
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7thl7,  Because  the  proposed  redactions  of  the  duties  on  timber 
would  secure  an  undue  advantage  to  that  which  is  brought  firom 
the  Baltic,  the  freight  from  thence  being  much  lower  than  from 
the  British  possessions  in  North  America,  and  would  therefore  be 
veiy  detrimental  to  the  interests  of  those  extensive  and  valuable 
colonies  which  it  is  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  protect. 

8thly,  Because  the  proposed  measure,  by  allowing  the  impor- 
tation of  live  stock,  and  by  encouraging  that  of  salted  meat  and  of 
various  articles  of  agricultural  produce,  might  very  much  duress 
their  prices  in  this  country,  discourage  their  production,  and  deprive 
those  who  are  engaged  in  it  of  the  profits  or  of  the  employment 
which  it  has  hitherto  afforded. 

9thly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  produce  such  distress 
as  might  at  length  become  intolerable,  and  lead  to  a  passive  resis- 
tance to  taxation,  and  such  discontent  as  might  burst  asunder  all 
the  bonds  by  which  society  is  now  held  together,  and  plunge  this 
oountiy  into  anarchy  and  revolution. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

DCCLXXIV. 

July  8,  1842. 

On  the  third  reading  of  the  Customs  Bill,  the  following  protest  was 
inserted. 

1st,  Because,  fully  admitting  the  necessity  of  a  revision  of  the 
customs  duties,  and  the  soundness  of  the  principles  on  which,  in 
most  respects,  that  revision  is  professed  to  have  been  made,  I  find 
that  this  Bill  carries  out  those  principles  very  imperfectly,  and  fiitlls 
lamentably  short  of  what  the  necessities  of  the  times  require. 

andly,  Because  it  expressly  excepts  from  its  operation  the  duties 
on  the  importation  of  com,  grain,  meal,  or  flour,  sugar  and  mo- 
lasses, and  omits  all  modification  of  the  duties  on  butter  and  cheese 
imported  from  foreign  countries,  and  thus  will  fail  to  afford,  with 
respect  to  these  essential  articles,  any  alleviation  to  the  present 
sufferings  of  the  people. 

3rdl7,  Because,  in  consequence  of  these  omissions,  the  distress  of 
many  persons,  who  will  be  thrown  out  of  employment  by  the 
alteration  of  the  duties  on  certain  manufiictured  articles,  will  be 
greatly  increased. 
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4thl7,  Because  I  believe  that  by  this  Bill  no  one  differential  duty 
now  existing  is  removed,  but  I  find  several  new  ones  imposed,  and 
the  differences  in  many  old  ones  increased,  and  it  was  argued  in 
debate  by  ministers  that  the  principle  of  differential  duties,  as 
applied  to  colonies,  was  a  fair  one,  and  admitted  by  them  that  the 
new  schedule  of  duties  imposed  by  this  Bill  was  in  many  respects 
framed  in  conformity  with  that  opinion  ;  whereas  I  hold  all  diffe- 
rential duties  to  be  both  inconsistent  with  eveiy  sound  principle  of 
financial  l^^lation  (whether  enacted  for  the  purpose  of  revenue, 
or  with  the  view  of  giving  aid  or  showing  favour  to  colonies  or 
foreign  states)^  and  injurious,  both  to  the  state  which  imposes  them 
(as  tiius  laying  burdens  on  its  own  subjects,  without  any  advantage 
to  its  exchequer,  for  the  benefit  of  foreigners),  and  to  the  country 
supposed  to  be  favoured^  by  holding  out  to  its  people  inducements 
to  divert  capital  from  its  natural,  and  therefore  its  most  useful  and 
profitable^  to  other  less  advantageous  employment. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 

Geoi^e  William  Fox  Kinnaird,  Lord  Kinnaird  and  Bessie. 


DCCLXXV. 

July  28,  1842. 

The  Act  5  and  6  inotoria,  cap.  89,  containing  162  clauses,  was  de- 
signed to  promote  the  drainage  of  lands  and  the  improvement  of  navi- 
gation and  water  power  in  connexion  with  such  drainage  in  Ireland.  It 
was  opposed  on  the  second  reading,  Lord  Clanricarde  moving  that  the 
second  clause  appointing  commissioners  be  expunged.  This  motion  was 
rejected  by  30  to  6. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted  on  the  third  reading. 

1st,  Because  the  Bill  contains  an  invasion  of  private  rights,  and 
a  control  over  and  compulsory  direction  of  private  property,  at  vari- 
ance with  constitutional  freedom,  with  sound  political  economy,  and 
with  the  common  law  of  England. 

2ndly,  Because  a  similar  Bill  applied  to  Great  Britain  would  not, 
I  bdieve,  be  allowed  to  pass  one  stage  in  either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  argument,  that  Irish  property  ought  to  be  subjected 
to  principles  of  legislation  not  tolerated  in  England  or  Scotland,  is 
fraught  with  danger  to  the  United  Kingdom. 

3rdly,  Because  the  state  of  agriculture  in  Great  Britain  and  in 
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other  countries,  and  the  gradual,  although  not  rapid  improvement 
of  Ireland,  show  that  the  interference  of  the  Executive  Government 
is  necessary  for  the  object  of  this  Bill,  and  our  experience  has 
shown  us  that  works  of  improvement  performed  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  are  done  at  a  greater  cost,  and  therefore  with  less 
profit,  than  when  they  are  executed  by  private  individuals. 

4thly,  Because  this  Bill  is  calculated  to  repress  that  spirit  of 
private  enterprize  and  of  self-reliance  which  it  is  most  desirable  to 
introduce  among  all  classes  of  the  Irish  people,  the  growth  and 
consequences  of  which  would  afford  the  best  security  for  the  tran- 
quillity of  the  country,  and  the  best  prospect  of  increasing  its  wealth, 
and  to  foster  a  habit  of  recurrence  to  the  Government  which  origi- 
nated in  jobbing,  and  which  has  kept  out  of  Ireland  that  desire  and 
promptitude  to  unite  and  combine  for  public  and  local  objects 
which  has  been  so  useful  to  the  English  and  the  Scotch  people,  and 
the  adoption  of  which  would  ensure  to  the  Irish  great  political, 
moral,  and  financial  benefits. 

Ulick  John  De  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Glanricarde). 

DCCLXXVI. 

February  9,  1843. 

The  Queen's  Speech  (the  2nd  of  February)  called  the  attention  of  the 
two  Houses  to  the  facts  of  a  declining  revenue  and  the  great  depression 
of  the  manufacturing  industry  of  the  country.  In  the  debate  in  the  Com- 
mons on  the  Address,  Mr.  Villiers,  and  other  advocates  of  Free  Trade, 
ascribed  the  distress  to  the  Tariff  and  the  Com  Laws.  In  the  Lords,  on 
the  9th  of  February,  Lord  Stanhope  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  for  the  purpose  of  taking  into  its 
most  serious  consideration  the  present  condition  of  the  productive  classes 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  with  a  view  of  providing  for  their  profitable 
employment,  and  for  the  due  remuneration  of  their  industry.  The  motion 
was  rejected  by  25  to  4,  and  the  following  protest  was  inserted.  See 
Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixvi,  p.  261. 

ist,  Because,  under  the  present  circumstances  of  the  coimtry,  it 
is  the  bounden  duty  of  Parliament  to  take  into  its  immediate  and 
most  serious  consideration  the  means  of  providing  for  the  profitable 
employment  of  the  productive  classes,  and  for  the  due  remuneration 
of  their  industry. 

andly.  Because  the  discharge  of  that  duty  is  most  urgently  re- 
quisite, as  many   of  the   productive  classes   have,  by  legislative 
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measares,  been  recently  deprived,  to  a  very  considerable  extent, 
erf  the  protection  which  their  industry  formerly  enjoyed,  and  which 
they  have  an  undoubted  right  to  daim. 

3rdly,  Because  that  reduction  of  their  protection  has  been  very 
injurious  to  many  of  the  productive  classes,  by  depriving  them  of 
employment,  or  by  diminishing  their  profits  or  their  wages,  and 
they  are  therefore  entitled  to  demand  redress,  which  cannot  be 
refused  without  flagrant  injustice. 

4th]y,  Because  the  grievous  distress  and  destitution  which  many 
of  the  productive  classes  now  suffer  must  produce  just  and  general 
discontent,  and  redress  cannot  be  delayed  without  imminent  danger 
to  all  classes  of  the  community. 

5thly,  Because  there  exists  no  reasonable  expectation  that  the 
prosperity  of  this  country  can  be  restored,  that  its  peace  can  be 
preserved^  or  that  profitable  employment,  with  due  remuneration, 
can  be  provided  for  the  productive  classes,  unless  full  protection 
should  be  given  to  their  industry,  and  the  rights  of  labour. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

George  Eenyon,  Lord  Kenyon,  for  all  the  first  reason,  except 
that  part  which  calls  on  Parliament  to  provide  due  re- 
muneration for  labour,  which  I  fear  is  beyond  the  power  of 
Parliament ;  and  for  the  third  reason. 


DCCLXXVII. 

Maech  14,  1843. 

On  the  14th  of  March  Lord  Monteagle  moved  for  the  appointment  of 
a  select  Committee  to  enquire  into  the  operation  and  effects  of  5  Victoria 
cap.  14,  an  Act  to  amend  the  laws  for  the  importation  of  cora.  The 
debate  is  to  be  found  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixvii,  p.  779.  The 
motion  was  rejected  by  200  to  78.  On  the  same  evening,  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  Mr.  Ward  moved  for  a  Committee  to  enquire  into  the  '  peculiar 
burdens  on  land,'  a  motion  which  was  rejected  by  232  to  133. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  it  appears  to  us  inexpedient  to  reject  a  motion  of  inquiry 
into  the  effect  and  operation  of  an  Act  which  has  not  realized  the 
declared  intentions  of  its  framers  or  of  the  Legislature,  by 
diminishing  fluctuations  of  prices,  and  securing  the  supply  of 
imported  grain  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  public  interests. 

Because  the  evils  admitted  to  be  incidental  to  the  9th  Oeorge  IV, 
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which  it  was  proposed  to  remedy^  are  proved  by  experience  still  to 
subsist,  and  may  therefore  be  traced  to  the  principle  of  the  sliding 
scale  so  unfortunately  transferred  to  the  5th  and  6th  Victoria, 
cap.  14^  from  the  antecedent  Com  Law. 

Because  it  has  been  proved  by  the  experience  of  the  last  twenty- 
eight  years  that  a  scale  of  duties  varying  inversely  with  the  price 
of  corn  acts  injuriously  to  the  interest  of  the  consumer,  the  British 
agriculturist,  the  merchant,  the  manufacturer,  the  banker,  and  the 
foreign  grower ;  injuriously  to  the  consumer  as  inducing  the  owner 
of  foreign  corn  to  withhold  his  supplies  from  the  market,  whatever 
may  be  the  public  necessity,  till  the  price  shall  have  reached  its 
maximum  and  the  duty  its  minimum;  injuriously  to  the  agricul- 
turists, and  more  esp^ially  to  the  smaller  farmers,  as  e^osmg 
them  to  a  forced  and  artificial  competition  with  foreign  grain 
entered  for  home  consumption  at  the  time  of  harvest,  the  period 
when  such  competition  may  be  fatal  to  the  growers  without  being 
beneficial  to  the  public;  injuriously  to  the  importing  merchant^ 
by  rendering  the  trade  in  com  a  gambling  adventure,  rather  than 
a  commercial  enterprise,  the  sliding  scale  increasing  the  profits  of 
a  successful  speculation,  and  aggravating  the  loss  of  a  speculation 
which  is  unsuccessinl ;  injuriously  to  the  manufacturer,  because 
a  casual,  restricted,  and  uncertain  import  of  foreign  grain  cannot 
lead  to  a  steady  and  permanent  demand  for  repayment  in  the 
produce  of  British  industry ;  injuriously  to  the  banker,  as  pro- 
ducing violent  derangements  in  the  foreign  exchanges,  and  sudden 
and  dangerous  exports  of  the  precious  metals ;  and  injuriously  to 
the  foreign  grower,  because,  without  the  creation  of  a  settled 
market,  large  supplies  are  frequently  required  from  abroad,  leading 
to  fluctuations  of  price  on  the  Continent  of  Europe,  consequent 
upon  the  fluctuation  of  price  the  effect  of  impolitic  laws  at  home, 
and  in  all  cases  rendering  the  rewards  of  industry  precarious  and 
uncertain. 

Because  a  sliding  scale  of  duty  cannot  be  defended,  either  on  the 
principle  of  a  countervailing  duty  for  the  protection  of  an  interest 
subject  to  special  and  peculiar  burthens  from  which  other  classes 
are  exempted,  nor  yet  on  the  ground  of  a  duty  raised  for  revenue 
purposes  for  supplying  the  exigencies  of  the  State  in  a  manner  the 
least  burthensome  and  the  most  impartial. 

Because  the  refosal  of  all  inquiry  into  the  effect  and  operation 
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of  a  law  perfeetlj  anomaloas  in  its  enactments,  inconsistent  with 
the  principles  of  commensal  freedom,  and  at  variance  with  other 
measures  which  the  Legislature  has  of  late  years  sanctioned,  leads 
either  to  the  continuance  of  an  indefensible  system,  or  to  hasty  and 
illoconsidered  legislation,  by  which,  as  in  the  Act  of  the  last 
Session,  the  evil  admitted  to  exist  is  sanctioned  and  continued. 

Because  it  is  to  be  feared^  that  so  long  as  a  ^stem  of  Com  Laws 
eodsts,  founded  upon  principles  practically  disavowed  and  abandoned 
in  our  commercial  and  financial  legislation^  there  cannot  be  any 
such  feelings  of  confidence  and  stability  as  shall  promote  fixed 
eontracts  between  landlords  and  tenants^  essential  to  the  best 
interests  of  both  those  most  important  classes. 

Because,  whilst  no  attempt  is  made  to  defend  the  principle  of  a 
diding  scale  of  duty,  and  yet  all  inquiry  is  refused  into  the  alleged 
evils  which  it  occasions,  suspicions  and  jealousies  cannot  fail  to 
augment  between  the  agricultural  and  commercial  parts  of  the 
population,  to  the  g^evous  injury  of  both^  and  to  the  serious 
detriment  of  all  her  Majesty's  subjects. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  M<mteagle  of  Brandon. 

Francis  William  Caulfield,  Lord  Charlemont  (Earl  of  Charle- 

mont). 
Charles  Hanbury  Tracy,  Lord  Sudeley. 
John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell 
Henry  Pitzmaurice  Petty,  Marquis  of  Lansdowne. 
John  William  Ponsonby,  Lord  Dunoannon  (Earl  of  Bessborougb), 
Gkorge  William  Frederic  Yilliers,  Earl  of  Clarendon. 
Charles  Christopher  Pepys,  Lord  Cottenham. 
Valentine  Browne,  Earl  of  Kenmare. 
George  Eden,  Earl  of  Auckland. 
Archibald  John  Primrose,  Lord  Boeebery  (Earl  of  Bosebery). 


DCCLXXVIII. 

May  22,  1848. 

The  circumstances  connected  with  the  Townshend  Peerage  case  are 
narrated  in  a  petition  presented  to  the  Lords  on  the  3rd  of  March  by 
Lord  Charles  Yere  Ferrars  Townshend,  and  printed  in  the  Journals  of 
that  day.  Evidence  on  the  subject  was  taken  on  the  3rd  of  May,  in 
support  of  a  Bill  presented  (on  petition)  by  the  above-named  Chiu-les 
Vere  Ferrars  Townshend.  The  Bill  passed  and  received  the  royal  assent 
on  the  12th  of  July.  See  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixix,  p.  412.  The 
following  protest  was  inserted  on  the  third  reading  of  the  BUI. 
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1st,  Because  the  Bill  is  an  invasion  of  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  and  of  the  rights  of  the  subject ;  of  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown,  in  adjudicating  upon  titles  of  peerage  without  any  reference 
by  the  Crown  or  leave  given  for  that  purpose ;  of  the  rights  of  the 
subject,  in  adjudicating  upon  and  disposing  of  private  interests  and 
property,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  ordinary 
tribunals  of  the  country. 

andly.  Because  the  only  cases  in  which  the  interference  by 
parliamentary  enactment  in  questions  of  private  rights  and  property 
is  excusable  are  those  in  which  the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the 
country  have  no  jurisdiction  and  cannot  afford  any  remedy ;  but 
in  the  present  case  the  parties  for  whose  benefit  the  Bill  is 
promoted  have  the  same  remedy  as  all  other  persons  have  who  are 
interested  in  questions  which  cannot  be  brought  to  immediate 
decision  in  the  ordinary  tribunals ;  and  if  the  inadequacy  of  such 
remedy  be  admitted  as  a  reason  for  parliamentary  interference, 
the  same  reason  must  apply  to  all  such  other  cases,  and  it  will 
be  impossible,  with  justice,  to  refuse  the  same  interference  in  any 
of  them, 

3rdly^  Because  the  alleged  public  scandal  arising  from  the  facts 
in  evidence,  and  the  alleged  disgraceful  conduct  of  some  of  the 
parties  to  the  transactions  disclosed^  Aimish  no  ground  for  the 
interference  by  parliamentary  enactment ;  the  parties  whose 
interests  are  intended  to  be  affected  by  the  enactment  were  not 
parties  to  such  transactions,  and  the  feelings  which  such  trans- 
actions and  conduct  are  calculated  to  excite  ought  to  make 
Parliament  particularly  cautious  in  assuming  the  functions  of  the 
ordinary  tribunal,  in  which  such  feelings  are  not  permitted  to 
operate. 

4thly,  Because  there  must  be  in  all  cases  great  danger  in 
adjudicating  by  parliamentary  enactment  upon  private  rights  and 
interests  between  adverse  parties;  that  there  will  not  be  that 
absence  of  feeling,  influence,  and  favour  which  is  essential  to  the 
due  administration  of  justice;  and  the  difficulty  and  expense 
incident  to  such  proceedings  must  confine  the  benefit  of  them  to 
comparatively  few. 

5thly,  Because  the  only  remedy  which  Parliament  is  enabled  to 
apply  in  the  present  case  is  in  itself  inadequate,  and  affords  no 
inducement  for  departing  firom  the  ordinary  mode  of  administering 
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justice ;  the  necessary  omission  of  the  youngest  child,  because  he 
has  not  attained  the  age  of  twenty-one  years,  proving  that  the 
remedy  cannot  be  applied  until  twenty-one  years  after  the 
commencement  of  the  grievance  by  the  birth  of  the  child  whose 
legitimacy  is  disputed,  and  the  effect  of  the  enactment  being  only 
to  substitute  the  youngest  child,  so  omitted^  in  the  place  of  the 
eldest^  leaving  the  succession  to  the  titles  and  estates  in  question 
Bubjeet  to  future  litigation  on  behalf  of  such  youngest  child. 

Charles  Christopher  Pepys,  Lord  Cottenham. 

William  Courtenay,  Earl  of  Devon. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 

Ulick  John  De  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 

William  Forward  Howard,  Earl  of  Wioklow. 

William  Lewis  Hughes,  Lord  Dinorben. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Montea^le  of  Brandon. 


DCCLXXIX. 

July- 4,  1848. 

By  6  and  f  Victoria,  cap.  29,  Canadian  wheat  was  allowed  to  be 
imported  into  the  United  Kingdom  at  i*.  per  quarter  duty.  The 
Canadian  L^slature  had  imposed  a  3^.  duty  on  foreign  wheat  imported 
into  the  province.  The  foUowing  protest  was  inserted  on  the  motion  for 
going  into  Committee  on  the  Bill.  See  Hansard,  Third  Series,  yoL  Ixx, 
p.  571,     The  motion  was  carried  by  57  to  25. 

1st,  Because  a  fixed  duty  of  only  is,  per  quarter  would,  under 
the  proposed  measure,  be  payable  on  the  importation  into  the 
United  Kingdom  of  wheat  which  is  grown  in  Canada^  and  which 
might-  hereafter  be  sent  to  the  British  market  in  such  large 
quantities  as  would  be  very  injurious  to  the  home-growers. 

andly,  Because  the  duty  of  5*.  per  quarter,  which  at  the  present 
price  of  wheat,  and  by  the  existing  law,  is  now  payable  on 
Canadian  wheat,  would  thus  be  reduced  to  one-fifth  of  its  amount, 
although  under  the  payment  of  that  duty,  and  during  a  consider- 
able number  of  successive  weeks,  a  much  larger  quantity  of  colonial 
than  of  foreign  wheat  was  lately  entered  for  home  consumption. 

3rdly,  Because  the  duties  that  are  now  payable  on  wheat  under 
an  Act  passed  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  are  and  have  been 
found  by  experience  to  be  utteriy  insufficient  for  the  protection  of 
the  home-growers,  and  cannot   be   still  further  reduced  without 

VOL.  in.  s 
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additional  injustice,  and  without  inflicting  greater  injuries  on  them 
and  on  the  other  industrious  classes  of  the  community. 

4thly,  Because  a  still  further  reduction  of  that  remnant  of  pro- 
tection which  is  yet  left  to  the  agricultural  classes  of  the  United 
Kingdom  would  increase  the  general  mistrust  which  now  prevails 
amongst  those  who  have  invested  their  capital  in  the  cultivation  of 
land^  and  might  still  more  depress  the  price  of  wheat. 

5thly^  Because  no  parliamentary  inquiry  has  been  instituted,  and 
no  satisfactory  evidence  has  been  obtained,  with  respect  to  the 
prices  at  which  wheat  can  be  grown  in  Canada,  and  imported  from 
thence  into  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  without  such  inquiry  and 
information  Government  ought  not  to  have  recommended  the 
proposed  measure,  and  Parliament  ought  not  to  proceed  with  it. 

6thly,  Because  Canada,  which,  like  all  other  British  colonies  and 
possessions,  ought  to  be  treated  with  more  favour  than  any  foreign 
country,  is  placed  under  very  different  circumstances  from  those  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  is  much  less  burthened  with  taxes,  and  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  injure  the  mother  country  by  depressing  the 
prices  of  its  produce  in  the  home  market. 

7thly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  is  not  required  for  the 

prosperity  of  Canada,  which  would  be  best  promoted  by  restoring 

to  it  those  advantages,  with  respect  to  its  trade  in  timber,  of  which 

it  was  most  unjustly  deprived  by  the  new  tariff. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

Charles  Lennox,  Duke  of  Riclunondy  for  all  the  reasons  except 

the  second. 
Oeorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon,  for  all  the  reasons  except  the 

second. 
Miles  Thomas  Stapleton,  Lord  Beaumont. 

DCCLXXX,  DCCLXXXL 

July  17,  1843. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  moved  the  third  reading  of  a  Bill  entitled  *  An 
Act  to  remove  doubts  respecting  the  admission  of  Ministers  to  Benefices  in 
Scotland.'  The  Bill  became  6  and  7  Victoria,  cap.  61.  The  Act  was  intended 
to  obviate  some  of  the  dissatisfaction  which  led  to  the  disruption  and  the 
establishment  of  the  Free  Church. 

The  Bill  passed  the  third  reading  without  a  division,  when  the  following 
protests  were  entered. 

1st,  Because  the  Bill,  so  far  as  it  professes  to  be  declaratory, 
declares  to  be  law  that  which  is  not  now  the  law  of  Scotland. 
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2ndly,  Because  the  Bill,  so  far  as  it  professes  to  be  enactive, 
contains  provisions  which  confer  undue  power  upon  the  Church 
Courts,  and  are  derogatory  to  the  existing  rights  of  patrons. 

Charles  Christopher  Pepys,  Lord  Cottenham. 

John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell. 

Thomas  Dundas,  Earl  of  Zetland,  for  the  second  reason. 

Oeorge  William  Ljttelton,  Lord  Lyttelton,  for  the  first  reason. 

Henry  Bickersteth,  Lord  Langdale. 

Thomas  Spnng  Kice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

John  Campbell,  Marquis  of  Breadalbane. 

John  William  Ponsonby,  Lord  Duncannon  (Earl  of  Bessborough). 

Because  this  Act  interferes  with  the  concerns  of  the  Church  in 
a  way  that  is  inconsistent  with  its  spiritual  independence  ;  it  being 
unconfititutional  for  the  Legislature  to  make  any  alteration  in  the 
government  and  discipline  of  the  Church,  or  to  prescribe  the  forms 
of  the  procedure  of  its  courts,  without  the  co-operation  and  sanction 
of  the  Church  itself. 

Because  it  is  a  fundamental  principle  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
that  no  minister  be  intruded  on  a  parish  contrary  to  the  will  of  the 
congregation ;  whereas  by  the  present  Bill  this  principle  is  wholly 
set  aside,  and  another,  viz.  that  no  minister  be  appointed  to  a 
parish  contraiy  to  the  will  of  the  Presbytery  and  other  Church 
Courts,  is  established  in  its  place,  thus  subverting  an  essential 
Article  of  the  Presbyterian  Church. 

Because  by  this  Act  both  the  Crown  and  lay  patronage  will  be 
substantially  transferred  into  the  hands  of  the  Presbyteries  of  the 
Church,  thus  creating  an  ecclesiastical  domination  subversive  of  the 
principles  of  civil  liberty,  and  wholly  repugnant  to  the  principles  of 
the  Presbyterian  Church. 

John  Campbell,  Marquis  of  Breadalbane. 

DCCLXXXII. 

August  21,  1843. 

The  third  reading  of  the  Customs  Bill  (6  and  7  Victoria,  cap.  84)  was 
taken  on  this  day.     The  foUowing  protest  was  entered. 

istj  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  allow  the  free  exportation 
of  machinery,  which  is  now  absolutely  prohibited,  and  which  ought 
fiur  as  possible  to  be  entirely  prevented,  since  foreign  manufac- 

s  2 
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turers  would  be  thus  enabled  to  improve  the  quality  and  to  reduce 
the  price  of  their  goods,  and  to  acquire  an  advantage  which  this 
country  ought  to  retain  for  its  own  manufacturers. 

andly.  Because  it  may  reasonably  be  expected  that  the  proposed 
measure  would  render  it  far  more  difficult  than  it  is  at  present  for 
the  manufacturers  of  this  country  to  compete  with  those  of  the 
Continent,  and  that  it  might  even  enable  the  latter  to  undersell  the 
former  in  the  home  market. 

3rdly,  Because  the  benefit,  whatever  it  may  be,  which  those  who 
make  machinery  might  derive  from  its  free  exportation,  would 
be  very  far  counterbalanced  by  the  injury  which  would  be  sustained 
by  those  who  employ  such  machinery  in  this  country,  and  could 
not,  even  in  the  contrary  supposition,  justify  a  measure  which 
would  impoverish  one  class  of  the  community  for  the  profit  of 
another. 

4thly,  Because  by  the  proposed  measure  goods  might  be  imported 
in  any  vessels  into  Hong  Kong,  and  the  same  advantages  would 
thus  be  conferred  upon  foreigners  which  are  enjoyed  by  British 
subjects  in  trading  with  that  island  ;  and  this  would  be  very 
detrimental  to  the  shipping  interest,  as  foreign  vessels  are  built, 
repaired,  victualled,  and  navigated  at  a  much  smaller  expense  than 
those  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

5thly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  inflict  a  further 
injury  upon  the  shipping  interest,  by  allowing  colonial  fishery  ships 
to  come  direct  from  the  fishery  to  the  United  Kingdom,  and  to 
enter  their  cargoes  in  like  manner  as  vessels  clearing  out  from  that 
Kingdom. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

DCCLXXXIII. 

February  15,  1844. 

The  Queen's  Speech  (ist  of  February,  1844)  contained  several  clauses 
relating  to  Ireland.  It  asserted  that  the  Union  should  be  maintained 
inviolate,  that  Parliament  should  adopt  measures  for  improving  the  social 
condition  of  the  island,  forbears  to  observe  on  events  pending  before  a 
proper  legal  tribunal,  refers  to  the  occupation  of  land  there,  and  adverts 
to  the  fact  that  a  Commission  of  Enquiry  on  that  subject  has  been 
appointed,  calls  attention  to  the  system  of  registration,  and  suggests  aa 
extension  of  the  county  franchise  there.     On  the  13th  of  February  Lord 
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Normanby  made  tlie  following  motion,  *  That  this  House  having,  in 
answer  to  her  Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech,  assured  her  Majesty  that 
they  entered  into  her  Majesty's  feelings  in  forbearing  from  observation  on 
events  in  Ireland  in  respect  to  which  proceedings  are  pending  before  the 
proper  legal  tribunal,  feel  it  in  consequence  to  be  their  duty  to  take  the 
earliest  opportunity,  when  no  prejudice  can  arise  therefrom  in  the  minds 
of  the  jury,  to  record  their  intention  to  examine  into  the  causes  of  the 
discontents  now  unhappily  so  prevalent  in  that  country.  That  with  a 
view  to  the  removal  of  existing  evils  and  the  restoration  of  confidence 
this  House  look  to  the  development  of  the  only  true  principles  of  a  perfect 
union,  by  securing  to  her  Majesty's  subjects,  of  all  classes  and  persuasions, 
in  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  the  practical  enjoyment  of  equal 
rights.'  The  debate  (see  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixxii,  pp.  602  and 
859)  was  continued  for  two  days,  when  Lord  Normanby's  motion  was 
rejected  by  175  to  78.  At  the  same  time,  in  the  Commons,  Lord  John 
Bussell  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  to  consider  the  state  of  Ireland.  His  motion,  after  a  debate 
of  nine  nights,  was  rejected  by  324  to  225. 
The  following  protest  was  entered. 

Because  the  military  occupation  of  one-third  of  the  United 
Kingdom^  avowedly  on  the  ground  of  the  general  discontent  of 
the  people,  is  a  state  of  things  which  calls  for  the  immediate 
attention  of  that  legislature  to  which  are  intrusted  the  interests  of 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Becaase  those  discontents  are  not  confined  to  that  portion  of  the 
Irish  people  who  advocate  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  nor  even  to 
our  Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects  alone.  The  grievances  of 
the  country  are  felt  strongly,  and  stated  distinctly,  by  some,  the 
highest  in  rank  and  most  influential  in  position  of  the  residents  in 
Ireland,  of  all  religious  persuasions. 

Becaase  the  attempt  to  govern  a  country  possessing  the  frame- 
work of  free  institutions  through  the  exclusive  influence  of  a  small 
minority  never  did  and  never  can  succeed. 

Becaase  no  satisfactory  explanation  has  been  given  of  the 
vacillation  and  subsequent  rashness  «hown  by  the  Government  in 
dealing  with  the  present  agitation  in  Ireland. 

Becaase  the  recent  legal  proceedings  in  Ireland  have  been 
conducted  in  a  manner  which  deprives  them  of  that  support  in 
public  opinion  which  belongs  to  the  due  administration  of  justice. 

Because  the  measures  announced  by  her  Majesty's  Government, 
even  if  admitted  to  be  in  a  right  direction,  are  utterly  inadequate 
feo  meet  the  legitimate  wants  of  the  Irish  people. 
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Because  from  the  system  pursued  during  the  first  four  years  of 
her  Majesty's  reign  the  value  of  property  in  Ireland  had  increased, 
from  the  tranquillity  produced  by  the  confidence  of  the  people 
in  the  impartial  administration  of  the  laws.  Since  then  Ireland 
has  become  the  chief  diflSculty  of  the  Executive;  and  for  this 
reason,  that  those  who  as  legislators  had  previously  impeded  the 
full  extension  of  equal  laws,  have  since^  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Government,  neglected  to  secure  to  that  people  the  practical  enjoy- 
ment of  equal  rights. 

Constantino  Henry  Fbipps,  Marquis  of  Normanby. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord    Monteagle   of  Brandon,  for  the 

second,  third,  and  sixth  reasons. 
William  Lewis  Hughes,  Lord  Dinorben. 
George  William  Frederic  Villiers,  Earl  of  Clarendon. 
Nicholas  William  Ridley  Colbome,  Lord  Colbome. 
John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell 
Charles  Pelham,  Earl  of  Yarborough. 
Henry   Fitzmaurice   Petty,    MarquTs   of    Lansdowne,   for   the 

second,  third,  and  sixth  reasons. 
Thomas  Atherton   Powys,  Lord   Lilford,  for  the  second,  third, 

and  sixth  reasons. 
Thomas  Henry  Foley,  Lord  Foley. 
Edward  Vernon  Harbord,  Lord  Snffleld. 
Miles  Thomas  Stapleton,  Lord  Beaumont,  for  the  sixth  reason. 
Thomas  Stonor,  Lord   Camoys. 
John  Lumley,  Earl  of  Scarborough. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor,  for  the  sixth  reason. 
Charles  Crespigny  Vivian,  Lord  Vivian,  for  the  second,  third, 

fourth,  fifth,  and  sixth  reasons. 
Hugh  Fortescue,  Earl  Fortescue. 
George  Henry  Roper  Curzon,  Lord  TeynhAm,  for  the  first  and 

sixth  reasons. 
George  Eden,  Earl  of  Auckland 


DCCLXXXIV. 

March  29,   1844. 

One  George  Millis,  a  member  of  the  Irish  Establishment,  was  married 
in  January  1829  to  Esther  Graham,  by  John  Johnstone,  Presbyterian 
minister  of  the  congregation  of  Tullylish,  in  the  county  of  Antrim.  The 
marriage  was  performed  according  to  the  rites  of  the  Irish  Presbyterian 
Chnrch  in  Mr.  Johnstone's  house  at  Banbridge.  The  parties  lived 
together  for  two  years.  On  the  24th  of  December,  1836,  Millis  married 
Jane  Kennedy,  in  the  parish  church  of  Stoke,  Devonshire,  Esther 
Graham  being  still  alive.     Millis  was  tried  for  bigamy  at  the  Antrim 
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spring  assizes  1842,  and  the  jury  found  a  special  verdict  The  indictment 
and  special  verdict  were  moved  by  writ  of  certiorari  into  the  Irish 
Queen's  Bench,  when  a  majority  of  the  judges  decided  that  the  first 
marriage  was  invalid,  though  at  first  the  court  was  equally  divided. 
A  writ  of  error  was  brought  to  the  Lords,  and  the  opinions  of  the 
judges  asked  as  to  the  validity  of  such  marriages.  The  case  of  Reg. 
V,  Millis  occupied  much  of  the  attention  of  the  Lords  in  1843,  ^"^ 
at  the  close  of  the  Session  it  was  adjourned  sine  die.  It  was  taken  up 
anew  in  1844,  <^d  on  the  29th  of  March  three  of  the  Law  Lords 
were  for  reversing  the  judgment  of  the  Irish  court,  and  three  were  for 
affirming  it.  Hence,  according  to  the  rule  that  an  equality  of  votes 
sem^per  jpresumitur  pro  negante,  the  Irish  judgment  wus  affirmed.  See 
for  the  proceedings  in  Ireland  Dix's  report  of  the  cases  Reg.  v,  Millis, 
and  R^.  t?.  Carroll,  and  Clarke  and  Finnell/s  cases,  vol.  x,  p.  534. 
Lords  Brougham,  Denman,  and  Campbell  upheld  the  first  marriage. 
The  Chancellor,  Lord  Cottenham,  and  Lord  Abinger  expressed  a  contrary 
view.  The  effect  of  the  judgment  was  to  wholly  modify  the  theory  of 
the  English  marriage  law,  and  to  necessitate  the  performance  of  the 
service  by  a  minister  of  the  Establbhed  Church.  The  opinions  of  the 
judges  and  others  are  to  be  found  in  vols.  Ixxiv  and  Ixxv  of  the  Lords' 
Journals,  in  the  appendix. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

Because  it  appears  by  the  special  verdict  that  George  Millis, 
before  his  second  marriage^  the  regularity  of  which  is  not  questioned, 
had  been  married  to  Esther  Graham  by  a  Presbyterian  minister, 
who,  they  believed,  had  authority  lawfully  to  marry  them ;  and 
that,  having  intended  to  enter  and  believing  that  they  had  entered 
into  present  marriage,  without  contemplating  any  further  ceremony 
to  complete  their  nlarriage^  they  cohabited  together  as  husband 
and  wife.  And,  there  being  no  statute  to  afiect  the  validity  of 
such  a  marriage  in  Ireland,  it  is  valid  by  the  common  law  of 
England,  which  is  admitted  to  be  the  law  of  Ireland  upon  this 
subject. 

Because  the  only  objection  made  to  the  validity  of  this  marriage 
is,  that  it  was  not  solemnized  by  a  priest  episcopally  ordained. 
And  by  the  common  law  of  England  it  was  not  necessary  to  the 
vaUdity  of  a  marriage  that  it  should  be  solemnized  by  a  priest, 
although,  to  be  regular,  there  are  canons  requiring  that  it  should 
be  solemnized  by  a  priest  in  the  face  of  the  Church. 

Because  it  is  admitted  that  before  the  Reformation  the  validity 
of  marriages  was  a  matter  of  ecclesiastical  cognizance  in  England 
as  well  as  in  the  rest  of  Europe,  and  that,  by  the  canon  law 
r^^ulating  marriage  all  over  the   continent  of  Europe  prior   to 
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the  council  of  Trent,  the  presence  of  a  priest  was  not  necessary 
to  a  valid  marriage.  And  this  law  must  necessarily  have  prevailed 
in  England,  all  ecclesiastics,  members  of  the  Western  Church, 
being  governed  by  the  same  law,  and  the  appeal  from  their  decisions 
being  to  Rome  as  the  court  of  last  resort. 

Because,  the  presumption  being  in  favour  of  the  validity  of 
this  marriage,  the  onus  lies  upon  those  who  question  it  to  prove 
its  invalidity.  And  there  is  no  instance  in  the  annals  of  the  law 
of  England  in  which  the  parties  having  intended  to  enter  into 
present  matrimony,  and  believed  they  had  done  so,  and  had  lived 
together  as  man  and  wife,  their  marriage  has  been  held  invalid 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  solemnized  by  a  priest  in  orders ; 
and  the  necessity  for  the  presence  of  a  priest  in  orders,  to 
prevent  the  marriage  from  being  invalid,  is  not  laid  down  by  any 
institutional  writer  treating  of  this  branch  of  the  law  of  England. 

Because  the  relation  constituted  between  George  Millis  and 
Esther  Graham,  by  their  marriage  and  cohabitation  as  husband 
and  wife,  is  materially  different  from  that  subsisting  between  a 
man  and  a  woman  who  have  merely  contracted  to  marry  per 
verba  de  jyraesenii  tempore,  meaning  that  they  shall  be  irrevocably 
engaged  to  each  other,  but  that  a  marriage  ceremony  shall  be 
performed  between  them  before  they  live  together  as  husband 
and  wife.  And  the  marriage  between  George  Millis  and  Esther 
Graham  cannot  properly  be  considered  as  a  mere  pre-contract, 
which,  according  to  all  the  statutes  and  decisions  upon  the  subject, 
was  an  executory  engagement. 

Because  it  is  admitted  that  where  a  man  and  woman  entered 
into  marriage,  and  lived  together  as  husband  and  wife,  without 
the  intervention  of  a  priest,  the  Church  in  England  always  con- 
sidered the  relation  between  them  rerum  matrimonium^  insomuch 
that  they  could  not  be  proceeded  against  for  fornication,  that 
they  could  only  be  compelled  to  celebrate  the  existing  marriage 
in  the  face  of  the  Church,  and  t^at  if  either  of  them  before  such 
celebration  cohabited  with  another  this  cohabitation  was  censured 
as  adultery  ;  and  because  the  commerce  between  persons  so  married 
without  the  intervention  of  a  priest  being  acknowledged  by  the 
Church  to  be  that  of  husband  and  wife,  the  issue  could  not  be 
considered  illegitimate.  And  applying  this  decisive  test  to  try 
the  validity  of  the  marriage,  it  must  have  been  considered  valid. 
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Because  of  the  only  two  cases  leading  to  a  contrary  conelosion, 
which  occurred  in  the  reign  of  Edward  I,  we  have  no  satisfactory 
statement,  and  they  cannot  be  at  all  relied  upon,  for  they  would 
show  that  a  marriage  solemnized  by  the  priest  of  the  parish,  or 
by  a  bishop,  in  a  private  dwelling,  was  a  nullity,  this  being  en- 
tirely contrary  to  the  doctrine  now  contended  for  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant,  which  allows  that  for  all  purposes  such  a  marriage, 
before  Lord  Hardwicke's  Act  in  the  year  1753,  would  have  been 
as  valid  as  if  celebrated  in  the  &ce  of  the  Church. 

Because  the  other  authorities  relied  upon  may  be  reconciled 
to  the  doctrine,  that  by  the  common  law  of  England,  if  parties 
were  so  minded,  they  might  have  entered  into  a  valid  marriage 
without  the  intervention  of  a  priest ;  and,  at  any  rate,  are  greatly 
outweighed  by  the  auth(»rities  on  the  other  side. 

Because,  although  marriage,  according  to  the  doctrine  prevailing 
when  the  common  law  took  its  origin,  was  a  sacrament,  some 
sacraments  might  be  administered  without  the  intervention  of 
a  priest ;  and  it  is  expressly  laid  down  by  canonists  of  undoubted 
authority  that  the  sacrament  of  marriage  might  be  administered 
by  the  parties  to  each  other  reciprocally. 

Because  the  prevalence  of  the  notion  of  the  necessity  for  the 
intervention  of  a  priest  may  well  be  accounted  for  by  the  canons 
of  the  Church  in  fskvour  of  regular  marriages,  and  from  the  laudable 
custom  of  parties  generally  wishing  to  join  in  a  religious  ceremony 
when  they  enter  into  such  a  solemn  engagement. 

Because  the  position,  that  a  marriage  to  be  valid  must  have 
been  solemnized  per  prefhyterum  Sanctis  ordinibus  consiitutum,  is 
disproved  by  the  admission,  that,  since  the  reformation,  a  valid 
marriage  might  be  celebrated  by  a  deacon ;  and  because  the 
explanation  of  this  circumstance,  that  the  law  was  changed  at 
the  Reformation,  is  quite  unsatisfactory,  as  the  Church  had  no 
power  to  alter  the  law  of  marriage,  and  never  attempted  by  any 
canon  to  alter  it ;  and  no  power  to  solemnize  marriage  is  conferred 
upon  a  deacon  by  the  Act  of  Uniformity  or  any  other  legislative 
enactment. 

Because  the  class  of  clergymen  who  are  alleged  to  be  necessary 
and  sufficient  for  the  solemnization  of  marriage  not  being  confined 
to  clergymen  ordained  by  Bishops  of  the  Church  of  England,  but 
including  aU  who,  according  to   the  opinion  of  theologians,   are 
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to  be  considered  apostolically  ordained,  and,  amongst  others, 
Roman  Catholic  priests  before  they  have  renounced  the  errors 
of  the  Church  of  Rome  and  been  admitted  into  the  Church  of 
England,  no  certain  rule  is  laid  down  for  the  guidance  of  the 
public  with  respect  to  those  who  are  duly  qualified  to  solemnize 
marriage  between  English  subjects  in  countries  where  the  English 
statutes  respecting  marriage  do  not  prevail. 

Because  it  is  admitted  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  that  a  marriage 
solemnized  by  a  person  believed  by  the  parties  to  be  a  priest  in 
episcopal  orders  was  valid,  although  in  truth  he  was  not  in  orders ; 
while  it  is  contended  that  the  marriage  solemnized  by  a  Presbyterian 
minister,  who  the  'parties  believed  to  be  sufiSciently  authorised  to 
solemnize  it,  is  a  nullity. 

Because  the  marriages  of  Quakers  and  Jews,  excepted  from 
the  operation  of  Lord  Hardwicke's  Act,  have  ever  been  considered 
to  be  and  are  valid ;  and  their  validity  is  wholly  inconsistent 
with  the  position,  that  there  can  be  no  valid  marriage  without 
the  intervention  of  a  priest  in  orders. 

Because  this  position  is  again  disproved  by  the  doctrine  which 
judges  of  the  highest  authority  have  often  laid  down,  and  which 
is  not  disputed,  that  in  countries  where  the  attendance  of  such 
a  priest  cannot  be  obtained  a  valid  and  regular  marriage  may 
be  entered  into  by  the  consent  of  parties  before  witnesses. 

Because  the  Legislature,  in  passing  Acts  of  Parliament  respecting 
marriages  in  Ireland  and  India,  the  prior  validity  of  which  de- 
pended upon  the  same  principles  as  the  validity  of  the  marriage  in 
question,  has  declared  them  to  be  valid,  thereby  admitting  their 
prior  validity. 

Because  it  had  been  considered  by  all  legal  writers  of  authority 
in  England,  for  a  century,  that  by  the  common  law  of  England 
the  consent  of  the  parties  without  the  intervention  of  a  priest 
was  sufficfent  to  constitute  a  valid  though  not  a  regular  marriage ; 
and  this  doctrine,  being  authoritatively  promulgated  by  Lord 
Stowell  in  the  case  of  Dalrymple  v.  Dalrymple,  had  been  adopted 
by  every  Judge  in  England  who  subsequently  had  occasion  to 
lay  down  the  law  upon  the  subject,  including  Lord  EUenborough, 
Lord  Tenterden,  Lord  Chief  Justice  Gibbs,  Sir  John  Nicholl, 
Sir  Herbert  Jenner,  and  Lord  Eldon. 

Because  there  have  been  many  convictions  for  bigamy  in  Ireland 
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where  the  first  marriage  was  solemDized  by  a  Presbyterian  minister, 
althoogh  both  parties  were  not  Dissenters,  and  the  persons  so 
convicted  have  been  sentenced  to  transportation,  and  some  of  them 
are  now  undergoing  the  punishment  awarded  to  them. 

Because  the  noble  and  learned  Lords  by  whose  opinion  this 
judgment  is  affirmed  admit  that  they  are  obliged  to  overrule 
authorities  to  which  the  greatest  respect  is  due.  All  the  recent 
authorities  are  uniformly  in  favour  of  the  validity  of  the  marriage 
in  dispute.  Upon  all  questions  it  is  desirable,  that  when  the 
law  has  once  been  considered  settled  by  judicial  decision  it  should 
not  again  be  disturbed;  and  this  is  particularly  the  case  with 
respect  to  the  law  of  marriage,  for  the  sake  of  honourable  women 
and  innocent  children. 

John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell 


DCCLXXXV. 

April  1,  1844. 

A  Bill  was  introduced  by  the  Government,  in  the  Lords,  under  the  title 
'  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  jurisdiction,  and  improve  the  practice  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Courts  of  England  and  Wales,  and  for  otherwise  altering 
and  amending  the  law  in  certain  matters  ecclesiastical'  The  Bill  passed 
the  Lords,  only  one  diyision  taking  place  on  it,  and  was  debated  in  the 
Commons  on  the  3i8t  of  May.     It  was  afterwards  dropped. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  third  reading. 

ist^  Because  the  Bill  does  not  abolish,  but  tends  to  perpetuate, 
the  system  of  diocesan  courts  for  purposes  of  probate  and  admin<- 
istration^  and  contentious  litigation,  the  abolition  of  which  for 
those  purposes  was  recommended  by  a  report  made  in  the  year 
1832  by  the  commissioners  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  practice 
and  jurisdiction  of  the  ecclesiastical  courts  of  England  and  Wales, 
by  the  fourth  report  made  in  1833  by  the  conmiissioners  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  law  of  England  respecting  real  property,  by  the 
report  of  a  select  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  office  and  duties  of  the  judges  of  the  prerogative 
court,  and  of  the  high  court  of  admiralty,  and  of  the  dean  of  arches, 
and  of  the  judge  of  the  consistory  court  of  London,  and  by  the 
report  of  a  select  committee  of  this  House  in  the  year  1836,  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  petitions  respecting  a  Bill  to  consolidate 
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the  jurisdiction  of  the  several  icclesiastical  courts  of  England  and 
Wales  into  one  court,  and  was  sanctioned  by  this  House  by  the 
second  reading  of  the  same  Bill,  and  by  the  House  of  Commons  by 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  for  the  same  purpose  in  the  last  session 
of  Parliament. 

andly,  Because  the  evils  arising  from  the  rules  respecting  bona  nota- 
bilm^  and  from  the  jurisdiction  of  inadequate  tribunals,  in  matters 
affecting  the  most  important  interests  of  the  subject,  are  inseparable 
from  the  system  so  proposed  to  be  continued  and  established  by  this 
Bill. 

3rdly,  Because  it  is  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  give  to  persons 
acting  as  judges  of  the  diocesan  courts  (who  are  not  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown)  the  power  of  attachment  and  committal  of 
the  person  to  any  of  her  Majesty's  gaols,  without  any  adequate 
provision  for  the  liberation  and  discharge  of  persons  who  may  be 
flo  committed. 

Charles  Christopher  Pepys,  Lord  Cottenham. 

John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell 

George  William  Frfederic  Villiers,  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

Henry  Fitzmaurice  Petty,  Marquis  of  Lansdowne,  for  the  first 

reason. 
Nicholas  William   Ridley   Colbome,    Lord    Colbome,   for   the 

first  reason. 

DCCLXXXVI. 

May  3,  1844. 

Mainly  in  consequence  of  the  excessive  and  costly  litigation  which  had 
been  candied  on  in  the  case  of  Lady  Hewley*s  charity,  a  Bill  was  intro- 
duced into  the  Lords,  the  main  feature  of  which  was  that  the  tenets 
entertained  by  the  congregation  of  any  chapel  for  the  last  twenty-five 
years  should,  in  the  absence  of  any  express  words  in  a  trust  deed  to  the 
contrary,  be  held  to  be  proof  of  the  denomination  to  which  the  congrega- 
tion belonged.  The  Bill  was  read  a  third  time  in  the  Lords  on  the  9th 
of  May,  by  44  to  9,  and  its  second  reading  in  the  Commons  on  the  ^th  of 
June,  by  307  to  117.  See  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixxv,  p.  319. 
It  is  7  and  8  Victoria,  cap.  45. 

The  following  protest  was  made  in  going  into  Committee. 

ist,  Because  usage  has,  with  the  best  reason,  never  before  been 
suffered  to  prevail  against  the  purposes  of  a  charitable  trust ;  inas- 
much as  in  such  a  case  adverse  usage  is  only  a  series  of  malversa- 
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tions  of  the  trustees  ;  and  to  give  not  only  impunity,  but  triumph 
to  such  proceedings^  is  to  encourage  by  Act  of  Parliament  the 
yiolation  of  all  public  trusts,  and  the  perversion  of  all  charities. 

2ndly,  Because  the  Bill,  in  its  main  provision,  proceeds  on  the 
principle  of  disregarding  the  intentions  of  the  founders  of  the 
charities  in  question  ;  it  is  only  in  cases  where  these  intentions  can 
be  ascertained  that  the  measure  will  have  any  effect;  for,  in  other 
cases,  where  the  intention  cannot  be  ascertained,  usage  would  of 
course  prevail,  and  so  the  Bill  must  be  altogether  nugatory,  except 
to  defeat  the  ascertained  intentions  of  founders. 

3rdly,  Because  the  distinction  drawn  between  those  cases  in 
which  the  particular  purposes  of  the  trust  are  declared  in  express 
terms,  and  others  in  which,  being  ambiguous,  they  can  be  ascer- 
tained by  the  aid  of  external  evidence,  is  contrary  to  the  principle 
which  has  been  declared  by  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  not  only 
to  be  *  uniformly  acted  upon  in  our  courts  of  equity,'  but  also  to  be 
*  founded  in  common  sense  and  common  justice.'  To  introduce  an 
opposite  rule,  and  apply  it  to  existing  trusts,  is  to  make  an  ex  post 
facto  law,  subverting  the  rights  of  the  proper  beneficiaries,  as  well 
as  violating  the  intentions  of  founders. 

4thly,  Because  the  alleged  grievance  may  be  redressed  by  a 
much  less  extensive  enactment.  If  there  be  any  meeting  houses 
which  can  be  shown  to  have  been  founded  for  religious  worship  not 
tolerated  by  law  at  the  time  of  their  foundation,  but  which  has 
since  been  admitted  to  toleration,  and  if  it  be  deemed  right  to 
quiet  the  titles  of  the  possessors  of  such  meeting  houses,  it  cannot 
be  difficult  to  devise  a  measure  which  shall  seciure  that  object, 
without  violating  principles  which  have  hitherto  been  deemed 
inviolable. 

5thly,  Because  the  alleged  reason  for  this  measure,  a  wish  to 
prevent  litigation,  ill  accords  with  the  provision  for  effecting  it. 
'  The  usage  of  the  congregation  frequenting  the  meeting  house ' 
during  years  is  to  *  be  taken  as  conclusive  evidence  of  the  religious 
doctrines  or  opinions  for  the  preaching  or  promotion  of  which  such 
meeting  house  was  founded.'  Yet  of  all  conceivable  incitements  to 
litigation  none  more  stimulating  can  be  devised  than  the  uncer- 
tainty of  such  usage,  and  the  facility  of  shaking  the  proof  of  it. 
Neither  can  such  a  provision  be  satisfactory  to  those  who  demand 
an  alteration  of  the  present  state  of  the  law.  For,  to  fix  the  religious 
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doctrines  to  be  taught  in  such  meeting  houses  by  the  usage  of 
years  past, — which  is  in  effect  mere  tradition,  the  tradition  of  a 
brief  number  of  years,  and  the  authority,  it  may  be,  of  a  single 
preacher,  is  not  only  unreasonable  in  itself,  but  co*ntradicts  the 
principle  claimed  by  a  large  portion  of  the  petitioners,  that  they 
shall  use  these  meeting  houses  ^according  to  the  free  exercise  of 
their  private  judgment,  and  the  right  of  free  inquiry  in  all  matters 
of  religion,  unshackled  by  any  rule  of  feith  or  worship. 

It  is,  moreover,  irreconcileable  with  the  allegations  of  feet  set 
forth  by  the  soberest  advocate  of  the  measure,  that  *  in  such  bodies 
as  dissenting  congregations,  with  no  effective  Church  government, 
and  no  power  to  lay  down  binding  rules  of  faith,  fluctuations  of 
doctrinal  opinion,  in  long  periods  of  years,  are  in  the  nature  of 
things  unavoidable/ 

6thly,  Because  this  measure,  thus  contrary  to  the  established  prin- 
ciples of  law  and  equity,  is  notoriously  introduced  to  quiet  the  titles 
of  parties,  who  have  usurped  meeting  houses,  built  for  the  worship 
of  the  true  God,  and  have  perverted  them  to  an  use,  which  their 
founders  could  not  but  have  deprecated  as  profane  and  impious. 

7thly,  Because  in  avowed  favour  to  a  class  of  persons  who  deny 
the  deity  of  our  Lord  and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ,  a  construction  is 
by  implication  put  on  the  53  G.  3,  c.  160,  which  that  Statute  never 
received  in  a  court  of  justice,  and  which  is  contrary  both  to  high 
legal  authorities  and  to  the  known  intention  of  at  least  one  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament,  which  passed  it ;  namely,  that  ^  to  deny 
any  one  of  the  persons  of  the  Holy  Trinity  to  be  God,'  being 
« unlawful  prior  to  the  passing  of  that  Act,'  was  thereby  made  to 
be  no  longer  unlawful; — whereas  the  Statute  of  9  and  10  W.  3, 
c.  32,  the  provisions  of  which  were  then  in  part  repealed — a  Statute 
enacted  at  a  time  when  Lord  Somers,  the  most  ardent  and  en- 
lightened advocate  of  true  and  just  toleration,  was  Lord  High 
Chancellor  of  England, — did  not  constitute,  but  solemnly  recognise, 
the  previous  criminality  of  such  a  denial. 

It  is  an  Act  entitled  '  An  Act  for  the  more  effectual  suppression 
of  blasphemy  and  profaneness.'  Its  preamble  characterises  the 
opinions  against  which  it  is  directed  as  '  blasphemous  and  impious 
opinions,  contrary  to  the  doctrines  and  principles  of  the  Christian 
religion,  greatly  tending  to  the  dishonour  of  Almighty  God,  and 
which  may  prove  destructive  to  the  peace   and   welfare  of  this 
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kingdom.'  It  proceeds  to  en^t '  that  for  the  more  effectual  sup- 
pressing of  the  said  detestable  crimes'  (thus  manifestly  implying^ 
that  they  were  before,  and  if  that  Act  had  never  passed,  unlawful), 
'  whosoever  having  made  profession  of  the  Christian  religion  within 
this  realm,  shall  by  writing,  printing,  teaching,  or  advised  speak- 
ing, deny  any  one  of  the  persons  of  the  Holy  Trinity  to  be  God,' 
he  shall  incur  certain  heavy  penalties,  which  have  been  subse- 
quently repealed. 

Sthly,  Because  even  if,  with  all  statutory  penalties,  all  liability 
to  indiQtment  was  removed  by  the  53  G.  3,  c.  150,  yet  the  denial  in 
question  is  notoriously  a  heresy  of  the  gravest  and  most  malignant 
character,  and,  as  such,  is  contrary  to  the  common  ecclesiastical 
law,  which  according  to  every  authority  which  can  be  cited,  is  as 
truly  a  part  of  the  law  of  the  land,  as  the  common  temporal  or 
statute  law. 

Lastly,  Because  the  violation  of  such  principles,  for  such  an 
object,  can  hardly  &il  to  excite  in  the  people  an  apprehension  of 
the  readiness  of  the  legislature  to  sacrifice  the  most  approved  rules 
of  law,  and  the  most  sacred  interests  of  religfious  truth,  to  a  tempo- 
rary and  &ncied  expediency.  It  not  only  wounds  the  conscience, 
and  outrages  the  feelings,  of  those  who  adhere  to  the  true  faith,  as 
it  has  in  all  ages  been  held  by  the  law  of  every  one  of  the  three 
realms,  comprised  in  this  United  Kingdom  and  Empire ;  but  it 
also  contradicts  the  fundamental  and  hitherto  unquestioned  prin- 
ciple, that  the  Christian  religion  is  the  basis  of  the  law  of  England  : 
for  this  Christian  religion  is  declared  in  the  Act  of  Toleration  itself, 
to  be  the  faith  of  the  Holy  Trinity :  that  Act,  in  substituting  a 
declaration  in  lieu  of  oaths  to  those  who  scruple  the  use  of  oaths, 
requires  them  to  '  subscribe  a  profession  of  their  Christian  belief  in 
these  words.  I,  A.  B.y  profess  faith  in  God  the  Father,  and  in 
Jesus  Christ  His  Eternal  Son,  the  true  God,  and  in  the  Holy  Spirit, 
One  God,  blessed  for  evermore.' 

Henry  Fhillpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

DCCLXXXVII. 

May  28,  1844. 

The  Bill  authorising  the  Qpnstruction  of  a  railway  from  Lancaster  to 
Oarlisle  was  passed   in  this   year.      It  was  warmly  opposed  by  Lord 
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Brougham,  who  objected  to  its  proximity  to  his  own  home,  and  who 
introduced  into  the  Bill  on  the  report  a  clause  allowing  a  landowner  to 
construct  two  gates  over  the  northern  road.  See  Journal  for  the  29th 
of  April.  To  this  clause  the  Commons  objected,  and  insisted  on  their 
objection.  The  Lords,  by  34  to  32,  refused  to  insist  on  their  amendment, 
and  the  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist^  Because  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  Commons  are  wholly 
insufficient.  They  proceed  miainly  on  a  gross  and  palpable  error 
in  law ;  namely,  the  assumption  that  there  is  in  law  a  difference 
between  railway  bills  and  road  bills;  whereas  a  railway  bill  is 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  road  bill,  miless  in  so  far  jis  some 
special  provision  may  have  been  made  for  railway  bills  in  some 
particulars^  and  it  is  not  pretended  that  the  amendment  in  question 
came  within  the  scope  of  any  such  provisions. 

^ndly,  Because,  in  so  far  as  it  is  alleged  that  the  gates  sought 
to  be  erected  were  not  on  the  railway,  but  on  another  road,  that 
road  was  most  materially  affected  by  the  railway^  its  traffic  being 
very  greatly  diminished,  and  the  road  becoming  more  like  an 
occupation  or  private  road  than  a  turnpike  road,  and  the  gates 
were  only  to  be  erected  after  the  completion  of  the  railway. 

3rdly,  Because^  in  so  far  as  want  of  notice  is  alleged,  the  like 
leave  to  erect  gates  has  been  given  in  former  instances  by  private 
Acts  of  Parliament,  without  any  such  notice. 

4thly,  Because  the  projectors  of  the  present  Bill  had  agreed  to 
have  such  a  clause  inserted  as  a  condition  of  the  intended  opposition 
being  withdrawn,  and  had  represented  that  they  had  stated  the 
clause  to  many ;  it  was  said  fourteen  persons,  several  of  whom  were 
turnpike  trustees  of  the  old  road  in  question. 

5thly,  Because^  whether  the  Commons  were  right  or  wrong, 
such  clause  having  been  a  condition  made  to  the  withdrawing  of 
opposition,  the  refusal  to  agree  to  the  Amendment  ought  to  have 
been  regarded  by  this  House  as  a  termination  of  the  contract, 
whatever  might  be  the  cause  of  such  refusal ;  and  the  party  who 
had  made  the  contract  in  &vour  of  the  Bill  on  the  condition  of  the 
clause  passing  should  have  been  let  in  to  oppose  the  Bill ;  or  if  that 
could  no  longer  be  done  in  this  stage,  the  Bill  ought  not  to  have 
been  passed  without  bis  consent,  which  should  have  been  obtained 
on  some  other  equivalent  condition. 

6thly,  Because  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance,  to  prevent  frauds, 
and  to  protect  individuals  from  the  most  grievous  oppression^  that 


A.D.  1844.  PROTESTS.  273 

the  most  perfect  good  faith  be  always  kept  between  projectors  of 
works  applying  for  private  Acts  of  Parliament  to  arm  them  with 
extraordinary  powers,  and  private  parties  vdth  whom  they  bargain 
respecting  their  assent  or  opposition  to  such  Bills. 

7thly,  Because  the  projectors  of  this  work  undertook  to  have 
the  clause  passed,  and  this  was  part  of  their  bargain  with  the 
private  party ;  and  if  they  had  fairly  applied  io  the  road  trustees, 
and  given  them  due  notice,  no  deception  could  have  been  practised^ 
and  no  objection  could  have  been  taken  either  by  the  trustees  or 
the  Commons. 

Sthly^  Because  all  that  was  asked  in  the  Lords,  when  the  present 
motion  was  made,  was  a  delay  which  could  not  possibly  have 
prevented  the  Bill  from  passing  by  the  space  of  above  one  day,  and 
the  delay  was  asked  on  the  express  ground  that  material  evidence 
was  ready  to  be  produced  which  must  have  affected  the  question^ 
whether  the  Commons'  amendments  should  be  agreed  to  or  not. 

9tlily,  Because  the  Bill  was  thus  in  an  unprecedented  manner 
hurried  through,  in  the  face  of  a  notice  given  in  the  House  that 
a  Select  Committee  would  immediately  be  moved  for,  to  consider 
what  had  been  the  conduct  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill,  grave 
allegations  being  made  that  the  opposition  had  been  originated 
either  by  them  or  in  consequence  of  their  proceedings,  in  entire 
breach  of  their  contract  with  the  private  party. 

lothly,  Because  this  House  has  never,  even  in  its  legislative 
capacity,  decided  without  hearing,  unless  where  the  matter  in 
question  was  really  a  cover  for  some  party  proceeding,  and  was 
not  the  true  subject  of  deliberation;  but  in  its  judicial  or  quasi 
judicial  capacity,  and  when  dealing  with  rights  of  property  and 
claims  of  parties  interested,  it  has  never,  save  in  this  instance, 
decided  without  hearing  those  parties. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vanx. 

DCCLXXXVIII,  DCCLXXXIX. 

Juke  3,  1844. 

The  third  reading  of  the  Factories  Bill  was  carried  on  this  day.  It 
became  7  and  8  Victoria,  cap.  15.  The  Act  contains  seventy-four  clauses. 
The  third  reading  was  moved  by  Lord  Whamcliffe.  See  Hansard,  Third 
Series,  voL  Ixxv,  p.  135. 

The  following  protests  were  inserted. 

VOL.   lU.  T 
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iBt,  Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  inconsistent  with 
the  freedom  of  the  subject,  inasmuch  as  they  presume  to  limit  con- 
tracts which  adult  persons,  as  free  agents,  have  a  right,  as  the  law 
now  stands,  and  as  reason  dictates,  to  regulate  for  themselves. 

andly.  Because  they  prescribe  rules  for  the  employment  of  young 
persons,  and  thus  tend  to  weaken  parental  authority,  and  to 
diminish  the  obligation  of  parental  care. 

3rdly,  Because  they  interfere  with  the  economical  arrangements 
of  trade^  and  thus  tend  to  cramp  the  energies  and  check  the 
operations  of  the  manufacturers,  whose  efforts,  directed  to  the 
attainment  of  wealth  for  themselves,  could,  if  left  alone,  be  made, 
by  the  beneficent  dispensations  of  Providence,  to  contribute  to  the 
power  and  greatness  of  the  country,  and  to  the  increased  wealth 
and  the  moral  and  physical  improvement  of  the  people. 

4thly,  Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  do  in  each  of  the 
foregoing  particulars  diminish  the  moral  and  legal  responsibilities 
of  the  individuals  to  which  they  apply : — 

1.  Of  adult  persons,  in  the  care  to  apportion  the  labour  they 

undertake  to  their  own  physical  powers,  and  to  the  calls 
on  them  for  exertions  in  behalf  of  themselves,  or  of  those 
dependent  on  them,  whether  for  support  and  maintenance, 
or  for  moral  and  intellectual  instruction. 

2.  Of  parents,  in   the   direction   and   management   of  their 

children,  and  in  providing  for  their  necessities  and  wants. 

3.  Of  masters  towards  their  workmen,  in  regulating  their 

respective  manu&ctories  in  the  manner  which  shall  be 
most  advantageous  to  themselves  and  satis&ctoiy  to  those 
who  are  employed, 
5thly,  Because,  as  different  individuals  are  endued  with  different 
degrees  of  strength  and  powers  of  exertion,  it  is  manifest  that  a 
law  confining  within  the  same  limits  the  tasks  to  be  performed  by 
different  persons  must  act  unjustly,  as  the  task  which  is  not  too 
heavy  for  some  will  be  unnecessarily  light  for  others.     Will  pre- 
sumptuous man  pretend  to  reduce  to  conformity  and  equality  that 
which  God  Almighty  has  made  unequal  and  diverse  ? 

6thly,  Because,  by  enforcing  the  same  regulations  in  all  factories, 
this  Bill,  if  it  does  not  deprive  the  masters  of  an  opportunity,  at 
least  must  very  much  check  their  desire,  of  contending  with  each 
other  in  the  making  of  such  improved  regulations  as  their  own 
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benevolence  or  interest  might  dictate,  for  the  benefit  of  those 
employed  by  them^  and  which,  by  rendering  employment  in  their 
mills  more  acceptable,  would  promote  their  own  interest  and  the 
good  of  their  workmen,  and  necessarily  lead  the  way  to  similar 
improvements  in  other  establishments. 

Tthly,  Because  it  is  an  interference  with  trade^  which  can  only 
flourish  if  leil  perfectly  free  and  unshackled ;  and  because,  though 
firom  particular  circumstances  trade  may  survive  and  even  increase 
in  spite  of  great  disadvantages,  restraints,  and  legal  impediments 
(and  has  in  this  country  actually  done  so),  the  full  beuefit  of  it 
either  to  individuals  or  the  country  can  never  be  attained  without 
the  most  complete  liberty  of  action. 

8thly,  Because  this  is  a  new  and  further  step  in  the  progress  of 
interference,  and  in  debate  was  justified  by  arguments  which  would 
call  for  still  further  steps ;  and  because  it  appears  to  us  that  if  the 
Legislature  did  anything  it  ought  to  proceed  in  precisely  the 
opposite  direction. 

gibly,  Because  the  measure  is  partial,  and  therefore  unjust.  If 
the  regulations  it  enacts  are  required  in  the  factories,  they^  or 
others  of  the  same  nature,  are  at  least  equally  required  in  other 
trades  and  in  the  agricultural  districts. 

lothly,  Because  the  objects  which  this  Bill  seeks  to  obtain  may 
be  much  better  accomplished  by  measures  of  a  totally  different 
nature,  by  repealing  the  laws  which  press  unffurly  on  the  springs 
of  industry^  and  unjustly  raise  the  price  of  the  necessaries  of  life. 
If  the  labouring  people  of  this  country  were  enabled  to  command 
abundance  of  food,  a  sufiSciency  of  employment  for  themselves,  and 
education  for  their  children,  they  would  take  good  care  to  secure 
themselves  against  oppression^  and  to  provide  for  themselves  and 
their  families  adequate  employment,  and  both  intellectual  and 
moral  instruction. 

iithly.  Because,  lastly,  many  of  the  clauses  of  this  Bill  contain 
paltry  and  ridiculous  regulations,  wholly  unworthy  of  the  attention 
of  the  Ler^l&ture  of  a  great  country. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 

George  William  Fox  Kinnaird,  Lord  Kinnaird  and  Bessie. 
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ist,  Because  all  reason  and  all  experience  have  pronounced 
clearly  and  absolutely  against  interfering  by  laws,  with  the  right 
which  individuals  have  to  employ  their  capital  and  their  labour 
according  to  their  own  views  of  their  own  interest ;  and  so  long 
as  no  immorality  is  committed,  and  no  encroachment  is  made  upon 
the  rights  of  others,  all  persons  are  entitled  to  dispose  of  their 
property  and  direct  their  industry  as  they  think  most  conducive 
to  their  own  benefit  or  their  own  comfort. 

izndly,  Because,  of  the  two,  labour  ought  to  be  the  most  scrupu- 
lously protected  from  all  interference^  inasmuch  as  it  constitutes 
the  sole  possession  and  only  power  of  the  great  bulk  of  the  people, 
inasmuch  as  the  labourer  cannot  flee^  like  the  capitalist,  from 
vexatious  oppression,  and  inasmuch  as  any  interference  with  his 
free  exertion  operates  directly  upon  the  great  mainspring  of  the 
whole  social  machine,  producing  consequences  which  can  neither  be 
foreseen  nor  counteracted,  and  affecting  interests  the  most  serious, 
extensive^  and  remote. 

3rdly,  Because  the  folly  of  all  such  interference  with  capital 
and  labour  is  as  glaring  as  its  injustice,  there  being  no  one  truth  in 
any  branch  of  science  more  incontestible  than  this,  that  individuals 
can  judge  far  better  of  their  own  interests,  whether  as  regards  their 
gains  or  their  health  or  their  comforts,  from  their  nearer  perception 
and  perfect  knowledge  of  all  the  circumstances  upon  which  their 
interests  depend,  than  the  rulers,  who  can  only  see  the  same  things 
from  a  distance,  and  in  the  general,  and  it  being  a  truth  equally 
beyond  dispute,  that  individuals  will  always  pursue  their  own 
interests  more  imremittingly  than  the  State,  which  has  neither 
the  means  of  providing  for  each  man's  benefit,  nor  the  constant 
incentive  of  personal  feelings  to  keep  its  care  and  attention  ever 
awake. 

4thly,  Because  the  present  measure  affords  a  proof  how  dangerous 
it  is  for  the  Legislature  ever  to  take  any  step  in  a  wrong  direction, 
and  depart  from  sound  principles  under  the  influence  of  a  temporary 
pressure,  and  how  inevitable  the  consequence  is,  that  the  mischief 
will  not  stop  short  where  it  began,  for  no  sooner  did  the  law 
prohibit  the  employment  of  young  persons  above  twelve  hours  a 
day  than  attempts  were  made,  and  proved  very  successful,  to 
restrict  their  employment  two  hours  more,  and  no  sooner  did  the 
law  prohibit  adult  females  from  being  suffered  to  work  of  their  own 
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free  will  in  mines^  than  the  present  measure  declared  adult  females 
of  all  ages  incapable  of  judging  for  themselves  how  long  they 
should  work  in  factories,  absolutely  forbidding  them  from  labouring 
above  a  certain  number  of  hours^  as  if  it  were  an  offence  in  an 
able-bodied  woman  of  thirty  or  forty  to  work  as  long  as  she 
pleased,  and  ordering  her,  under  severe  penalties,  only  to  earn  a 
certain  sum  by  the  day  in  return  for  the  labour  of  her  own  hands ; 
to  all  which  may  be  added  the  fact^  that  many  persons  have 
supported  the  present  Bill,  and  some  have  propounded  a  still 
further  extension  of  the  scheme,  upon  the  declared  ground  that 
after  the  Legislature  had  once  begun  the  system  of  interference 
it  was  too  late  to  question  its  propriety,  and  there  was  no  possi- 
bility of  stopping  short  where  the  former  measure  had  left  the 
question. 

5thly,  Because  it  is  the  grossest  absurdity  for  the  Sovereign  to 
pretend  that  he  knows  better  than  his  subjects  how  long  they  can 
work  with  safety  to  their  health  and  comfort,  to  prescribe  how 
much  they  shall  gain  by  their  labour^  or  generally  to  take  upon 
himself  the  management  of  other  people's  concerns,  an  absurdity 
as  great  as  the  labourer  would  commit  who  should  take  upon 
himself  the  work  of  government,  and  dictate  to  the  lawgiver  in 
what  manner  his  measures  ought  to  be  framed. 

6thly,  Because  it  is  the  grossest  blindness  to  imagine  that  the 
happiness  of  children  is  better  promoted  by  the  necessarily  general 
and  careless  superintendence  of  the  State,  as  the  common  parent  of 
all,  than  by  the  special  and  near  watchfulness  of  the  individual 
parents  over  their  progeny,  whom  Providence  has  wisely  intrusted 
to  their  care,  creating  feelings  and  instincts  expressly  adapted  to 
the  purpose,  and  of  far  greater  force  and  far  more  constant 
operation  than  any  mechanism  which  rulers  can  substitute, 
although  the  inevitable  consequence  of  providing  such  substitutes 
must  be  to  weaken  the  parental  instincts,  upon  which,  after  all 
tiiat  the  law  can  do,  tlie  lawgiver  must  in  the  end  be  forced  to 
depend. 

7thly,  Because  it  is  the  grossest  hypocrisy  to  pretend  that  the 
interests  of  morality  can  be  promoted  by  interfering  with  the 
labour  of  the  people,  inasmuch  as  idleness  is  the  root  of  all  evil, 
inasmuch  as  grown-up  women,  if  prevented  from  working  when 
and  how  they  please,  are  far  more  likely  to  employ  their  time 
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viciously,  and  in  courses  which  no  law  can  restrain^  and  inasmuch 
as  no  attempts  are  ever  made  or  ever  thought  of  to  promote 
morality  among  the  upper  classes  by  any  compulsory  provisions 
whatever. 

8thly,  Because  it  is  the  grossest  inconsistency  to  single  out  one 
branch  of  industry  for  the  subject  of  experiments,  how  much 
tyranny  over  the  capitalist  and  the  labourer  may  be  safely  exer- 
cised, and  to  affect  an  especial  care  for  the  health,  the  comfort, 
and  the  morals  of  one  class  alone^  among  all  the  numerous  bodies 
of  workmen  for  whom  the  wants  of  the  community  find  employ- 
ment, it  being  quite  notorious  that  the  sufferings  are  equally 
lamentable  which  many  other  classes  have  unavoidably  to  endure^ 
from  toil  and  want,  the  caprice  of  employers,  and  the  vicissitudes 
of  the  seasons,  the  hardships  of  their  lot  in  life,  and  the  effects 
of  errors  in  legislation,  the  order  of  nature,  and  the  fisiults  of 
rulers. 

9thly,  Because  as  instances  of  this  glaring  inconsistency  may  be 
cited  the  facts  stated  in  the  Reports  of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
to  the  Commons'  House  of  Parliament,  touching  the  condition  in 
different  districts  of  husbandry  labourers,  beginning  to  work  at  a 
very  tender  age,  exposed  to  extreme  hardships  in  their  daily  toil, 
and  running  no  small  risk  of  having  their  morals  impaired  as 
well  as  their  education  neglected.  Women  and  children  do  the 
work  of  which  they  are  capable,  and  they  begin  their  employment 
as  early  as  five  and  six,  and  even  in  some  instances  four  years  of 
age.  They  have  in  some  places  to  walk  seven  miles  and  more  to 
their  work,  return  home  unpaid  when  the  weather  is  unfavourable, 
and  when  paid  receive  extremely  small  sums.  They  go  to  work  at 
seven  in  the  morning,  and  continue  till  dark,  in  summer  till  nine 
o'clock.  Unless  they  can  finish  a  certain  task  of  work  they  get  no 
wages  at  all.  There  is  no  classification  of  ages  or  of  characters, 
and  the  most  prpfligate  persons  associate  vrith  those  of  tender  years 
aud  comparatively  innocent  habits.  Some  of  the  reports  disclose  a 
frightAil  amount  of  immorality  as  the  result  of  this  admixture,  and 
the  returns  of  illegitimate  pauper  children  fw  the  whole  Kingdom 
show  that  there  is  a  far  greater  proportion  of  them  in  agricultural 
than  in  manufacturing  districts,  in  the  proportion  of  to  <me 

upon  an  average.  Now  all  these  sufferings,  though  exceedingly  to 
be  lamented,  have  never  been  deemed  fit  subjects  of  legidative 
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interference,  nor  have  the  severe  sufferings,  both  in  health  and 
morals^  of  many  manufacturing  districts,  ever  been  so  regarded, 
all  interference  being  confined  to  the  single  branch  of  cotton 
spinning,  for  this  reason,  among  others,  that  were  the  compulsory 
enactments  of  the  law  extended  over  all  the  branches  of  industry, 
this  country  would  cease  to  be  the  habitation  either  of  wealthy 
capitalists  or  thriving  labourers,  but  would  be  left  to  the  advocates 
of  the  new  system  of  meddling,  and  the  inmates  of  the  workhouse 
under  their  protection. 

lothly.  Because  the  most  glaring  evils  in  the  condition  of  the 
poor,  both  parents  and  children,  are  daily  under  the  eyes  of  the 
Legislature,  and  are  so  far  from  being  checked  that  they  are 
encouraged  by  its  members,  for  their  own  convenience.  Because 
these  evils  could  only  be  eradicated  by  imposing  restraints  upon 
the  natural  liberty  of  the  people,  and  interfering  with  the 
voluntary  contracts  made  for  their  employment.  The  practice  of 
women  suckling  the  children  of  others  devotes  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  children  to  diseases,  arising  from  insufficient  nutri- 
ment, procuring  the  death  of  many,  and  tending  little  to  improve 
the  maternal  character.  This  practice  has  been  blamed  by  all 
moralists,  lamented  by  all  persons  of  a  sentimental  cast,  and 
objected  to  by  political  reasoners ;  but  no  attempt  has  ever  been 
made  to  restrain  it,  lawgivers  justly  deeming  it  to  lie  beyond  their 
proper  province,  and  refusing  to  interfere  with  the  labour  of  females 
capable  of  judging  for  themselves,  although  the  interests  and  even 
the  lives  of  helpless  infimts  might  seem  to  claim  protection. 

iithly,  Because,  however  deplorable  may  be  the  devotion  of 
young  children  to  labour  instead  of  instruction,  and  however 
desirable  may  be  the  liberation  of  females  from  all  but  domestic 
work,  one  of  the  surest  proofs  of  advanced  civilization,  this  can 
only  be  the  slow  and  spontaneous  growth  of  that  progressive 
improvement  in  the  condition,  and  with  the  condition  in  the 
habits,  of  the  people ;  and  it  is  manifest  that  when  the  lawgiver 
interposes  with  restraints  upon  capital  and  labour  he  is  certain 
to  retard  tiiat  progress,  to  worsen  the  condition  of  the  people,  to 
jnevent  their  habits  from  mending,  and  thus  to  produce  or  to 
exacerbate  the  very  evils  which  he  affects  most  to  dread. 

I2thly,  Because  the  grossest  delusions  have  been,  and  in  many 
instances   too  successfuUy,  practised   upon   the   working   classes. 
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persuading  them  that  measures  like  the  present  are  for  their 
benefit,  and  that  the  laws  are  more  their  friends  than  their 
employers.  An  absurd  notion  has  thus  been  propagated,  that  by 
Act  of  Parliament  men  may  receive  wages  without  doing  work; 
and  they  have  been  taught  to  suppose  that  the  question  is  not 
whether  they  shall  be  permitted  to  work  as  much  as  they  please, 
and  earn  as  much  as  they  can,  (which  is  the  real  matter  in  dispute^) 
but  whether  they  shall  for  the  same  wages  work  a  longer  or  a 
shorter  time.  And  an  equally  wild  fancy  has  been  made  to 
prevail^  that  the  gain  of  the  master  is  made  at  the  workman's 
expense ;  whereas  every  reflecting  person  must  perceive  that  in 
exact  proportion  to  the  increase  of  capital  employed  in  any  trade 
is  the  amount  of  remuneration  which  can  be  afforded  to  the  labour 
whereby  that  trade  is  driven. 

I3thly,  Because  the  wants  of  society  present  a  fair  and  an  ample 
field  in  which  the  provident  humanity  of  the  Legislature  as  well  as 
of  eminent  individuals  may  be  exerted  for  the  improvement  of  the 
people's  condition  upon  rational  principles,  and  without  violating 
any  right  of  the  subject  or  any  rule  of  sound  policy,  by  amending 
the  criminal  law  and  the  police  system,  so  as  to  protect  the  young 
from  the  contamination  of  old  offenders ;  by  rendering  the  punish- 
ment of  all  offences  speedy  and  certain^  instead  of  leaving  it  to 
mere  hazard  ;  by  unfettering  industry  from  the  shackles  under 
which  the  relics  of  a  barbarous  age  still  leave  it  to  pine;  and 
above  all,  by  bestowing  upon  the  poor  the  inestimable  blessings  of 
a  sound  education,  providing  the  means  of  infant  and  adult  training, 
and  leaving  the  people  to  avail  themselves  voluntarily  of  the  advan- 
tages thus  wisely  brought  within  their  reach. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaiix. 
Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 

DCCXC. 

June  18,  1844. 

Lord  Monteagle  moved  '  that  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  on  the 
import  duties,  with  a  view  of  considering  the  effect  product  by  protect- 
ing duties  on  the  foreign  commerce,  the  home  industry,  the  revenue,  and 
the  general  prosperity  of  the  British  empire/  See  Hansard,  Third  Series, 
vol.  Ixxv,  p.  679.     The  motion  was  rejected  by  184  to  75. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 
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ist,  Because  it  has  been  proved  by  experience  on  many  previous 
occasions,  that  Parliamentary  inquiries  into  the  state  of  our  foreign 
trade  have  been  usefully  instituted,  and  have  led  to  highly  beneficial 
consequences,  without  creating  any  inconvenient  disturbance  or 
embarrassment  to  those  commercial  interests  which  were  brought 
under  the  attention  of  the  Legislature. 

2ndly,  Because  such  an  inquiry  seems  to  be  peculiarly  requisite 
at  the  present  time,  when  Parliament  is  called  upon  to  review  the 
effects  of  various  changes  already  made  in  the  system  of  customs 
duties,  and  to  consider  the  propriety  of  farther  alterations  recom- 
mended for  its  adoption ;  it  being  by  such  careful  investigation 
of  general  principles,  and  by  the  evidence  of  practical  men,  that 
past  experience  may  be  rendered  most  conducive  to  future  legis- 
lative improvement. 

3rdly,  Because,  as  it  is  the  tendency  of  duties  imposed  neither 
for  the  purposes  of  revenue  nor  for  countervailing  justly  the  pressure 
of  any  burthens  borne  by  a  particular  class,  to  make  the  taxation  of 
the  country  partial,  unequal,  and  therefore  unjust,  it  is  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  examine  whether  any  general  or  special  advantages 
have  been  found  to  proceed  from  such  exceptions  and  deviations 
firom  those  more  comprehensive  principles  by  which  commercial 
policy  should  be  governed. 

4thly,  Because  all  protective  duties,  like  all  artificial  bounties 
upon  the  diversion  of  capital  from  those  branches  of  industry  to 
which  it  would  otherwise  and  more  naturally  be  applied,  lead  to 
the  application  of  capital  in  a  manner  less  profitable  to  its  owners, 
thereby  diminishing  the  wealth  of  individuals  and  of  the  nation ; 
and  therefore  all  such  anomalies  in  commercial  law  require  the  most 
&reful  investigation  before  their  continuance  can  be  justified,  even 
in  reference  to  the  ultimate  interests  of  those  whom  it  is  intended 
to  protect. 

5thly,  Because  preliminary  inquiry  is  well  calculated  to  remove 
many  unfounded  alarms  as  well  as  false  expectations,  thus  pre- 
paring the  way  safely,  and  with  a  more  general  assent  of  all  classes, 
for  the  adoption  of  an  improved  system  of  import  duties,  consistent 
alike  with  the  interests  of  British  industry  and  with  those  of  the 
public  revenue. 

6thly,  Because  the  necessity  of  such  inquiry  is  rendered  still 
more  apparent  from  the  announcement  that  it  is  intended  in  the 
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course  of  the  next  year  to  take  a  comprehensive  review  of  our 
financial  and  commercial  laws^  the  proposed  inquiry  affording  the 
best  security  against  unwise  or  hastily  considered  legislation,  like 
that  by  which  we  have  seen  revenue  sacrificed  without  the  attain- 
ment of  a  commensurate  benefit  by  the  consumer,  the  total  receipt 
of  duties  lessened  by  the  increase  of  their  nominal  amount,  and 
novel  and  augmented  colonial  discriminations  injudiciously  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Legislature,  thus  raising  most  impolitic  obstacles  to 
the  establishment  of  an  improved  system. 

Tthly,  Because  the  system  of  protective  duties  not  only  diminishes 
the  wealth  of  a  nation,  by  imposing  fetters  and  restraints  on  pro- 
ductive industry,  but  it  also  excites  suspicions  and  jealousies  in  our 
relations  with  foreign  powers,  leading  to  unwise  and  irritating 
international  prohibitions  and  retaliations  dangerous  to  the  peace 
of  the  world. 

8thly^  Because  it  peculiarly  behoves  the  first  commercial  power 
of  Europe  to  give  an  example  to  other  nations  of  a  sincere  desire  to 
discard  the  narrow  and  selfish  restraints  of  restrictive  policy,  and  to 
apply  practically  those  more  generous  and  comprehensive  principles, 
sanctioned  by  the  authority  of  the  most  eminent  writers^  the 
reconmiendation  of  the  ablest  statesmen,  and  the  evidence  of 
experience,  by  which  it  is  proved  that  freedom  of  commerce  best 
enables  individuals  as  well  as  communities  to  apply  capital  and 
labour  to  such  emplojrments  as  are  most  useful  to  all ;  stimulating 
industry,  rewarding  ingenuity,  and  distributing  labour  most 
effectually  and  economically ;  and  by  thus  creating  the  largest 
amount  of  production,  and  the  widest  extent  and  variety  of  inter- 
change, binding  in  one  common  tie  of  interest  the  universal  society 
of  nations. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 

Archibald  John  Primrose,  Lord  Bosebery  (Earl  of  Rosebery). 

Qilbert  Eliot  Murray  Kynynmound,  Earl  of  Minto. 

George  Eden,  Earl  of  Auckland. 

Henry  Fitzmaurice  Petty,  Marquis  of  Lansdowne. 

Valentine  Browne  Lawless,  Lord  Clonourry. 

Charles  Brownlow,  Lord  Lurgan. 
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DCCXCI. 
July  2,  1844. 

A  great  rise  had  taken  place  in  the  price  of  sugar,  and  a  Bill  (7  and 
8  Victoria,  cap.  28)  made  certain  alterations  in  the  rate  of  duties  levied 
on  sugar.     The  debate  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Seried,  vol.  Ixxvi,  p.  164. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  no  grounds  are  shown  that  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  will  add  to  the  sugars  admitted  for  home  consumption  in 
any  proportion  adequate  to  the  wants  of  the  people. 

Because^  even  on  the  assumption  that  a  distinction  ought  to  be 
maintained  between  sugar  the  production  of  slave  or  free  labour,  it 
is  obvious  that  by  withdrawing  for  British  consumption  from  the 
foreign  market  a  portion  of  free-labour  sugar  an  increased  demand 
is  thus  produced  for  slave-grown  sugar^  the  prices  of  which  must 
consequently  rise^  and  the  production  of  which  must  consequently 
be  stimulated. 

Because  the  distinction  thus  attempted  to  be  drawn  is  therefore 
rendered  delusive  and  impracticable  by  the  very  enactment  in 
which  it  is  sought  to  be  carried  into  effect. 

Because  the  admission  of  the  foreign  sugar  of  China^  Java, 
Manilla^  and  of  the  countries  to  which  we  are  bound  by  commercial 
treaties^  without  any  prohibition  of  the  import  of  slave-grown  sugar 
into  such  countries^  imposes  an  unjust  inequality  on  British  India 
and  the  colonial  possessions  of  the  Crown^  which  are  only  permitted 
to  import  augars  for  home  consumption  upon  the  express  condition 
of  the  exclusion  of  all  sugars  of  foreign  growth. 

Because  no  adequate  provision  is  made  to  carry  out  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  assuming  that  principle  to  be  in  itself  defensible^  and 
either  to  prevent  the  substitution  of  foreign  slave-grown  for  foreign 
free-grown  sugar,  or  to  prevent  the  consumption  of  the  former 
produce  in  foreign  isountries^  and  releasing  for  export  an  equal 
quantity  of  the  latter,  thus  giving  a  stimulus  to  the  slave  trade  and 
to  slavery  as  full  and  as  immediate  as  if  a  more  direct  trade  were 
allowed. 

Because  to  make  British  legislation  dependent  upon  the  state  of 
law  and  morals  in  other  independent  States  with  whose  internal 
conditions  we  are  but  imperfectly  acquainted^  and  respecting  which 
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no  sufficient  evidence  has  been  laid  before  Parliament  in  support  of 
the  present  Bill,  is  rash,  dangerous^  and  unprecedented. 

Because  our  sincerity  in  founding  the  distinctions  drawn  by  this 
Bill  between  free  and  slave  produce  must  be  doubted  whilst  we 
continue^  not  only  to  admit  cotton,  coffee,  tobacco,  and  other  slave 
produce  into  the  home  market,  but  whilst  we  allow  our  merchants 
to  become  the  great  purchasers  and  carriers  of  slave-grown  sugars, 
refining  them  on  our  own  shores,  exporting  them  to  foreign  States, 
transmitting  them  for  colonial  consumption,  and,  in  certain  states  of 
prices,  admitting  them  into  the  home  market  itself. 

Thomas  Spring  Eice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

DCCXCII. 

July  14,  1844. 

The  Bank  Charter  Act,  7  and  8  Victoria,  cap.  32,  was  the  most  con- 
siderable piece  of  legislation  carried  by  the  Grovemment  in  this  Session. 
For  the  criticism  or  defence  of  the  measure  see  Tooke's  History  of  Prices, 
and  the  pamphlets  of  Lord  Overstone,  Colonel  Torrens,  and  Mr.  Norman. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  third  reading. 

1st,  Because  this  Bill,  by  unnecessary  interference  with  the 
affitirs  both  of  the  Bank  of  England  and  of  the  country  banks, 
takes  from  those  who  are  most  likely  clearly  to  understand,  and,  if 
left  uncontrolled,  most  able  advantageously  to  direct,  the  manage- 
ment of  their  respective  concerns,  that  freedom  of  action  by  which 
both  the  interests  of  the  parties  themselves,  and  in  the  end  those  of 
the  public,  are  best  promoted,  and  in  so  fskr  relieves  them  from  the 
responsibility  to  which  they  ought  to  be  subjected. 

andly.  Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  intended  to  supply 
the  want  of  prudence  and  discretion  in  the  persons  directing  these 
banking  establishments,  an  object  which  can  never  be  accomplished 
by  general  and  legislative  enactments ;  and  because  they  thus  hold 
out  inducements,  both  to  those  persons  themselves  and  to  the  public 
in  general,  to  rely  for  security  against  the  ill  consequences  of  such 
want  of  prudence  and  discretion,  not  on  their  own  care  and  caution, 
or  the  known  character  and  means  of  the  parties,  but  on  the 
provisions  of  the  Legislature,  which  is  wholly  unfit  and  inadequate 
to  afford  it. 

3rdly,  Because  the  commercial  and  financial  difficulties  agaiust 
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the  recarrence  of  which  this  Bill  is  meant  to  guard  have,  in  mj 
opinion,  not  been  generaUy  owing  either  to  mismanagement  on  the 
part  of  the  banks  or  to  the  want  of  such  prudence  and  discretion ; 
and  if  the  great  financial  crisis  of  1825  and  that  of  1837  may  both 
of  them  be  in  some  measure  traced  to  the  assistance  incautiously 
given  to  improvident  speculations^  it  is  not  probable  that  the 
experience  of  these  periods  will  have  been  so  lost  as  not  of  itself 
to  have  prevented  the  repetition  of  similar  conduct :  if,  however, 
such  should  be  the  case,  I  fear  that  this  Bill,  while  it  will  entirely 
prevent  the  adoption  of  the  measures  which  in  1825  and  I  believe 
in  1837  restored  confidence,  and  applied  a  speedy  remedy  to  the 
difiSculties  of  the  times,  will  raise  a  much  less  effectual  barrier 
against  the  operations  out  of  which  these  difficulties  arose. 

4thly,  Because  in  all  the  cases  of  long-continued  commercial 
and  financial  difficulties,  these  are,  in  my  opinion,  clearly  to  be 
traced  to  the  exportation  of  bullion  for  the  purchase  of  com  at  the 
period  of  deficient  harvests;  and  because  in  the  event  of  the 
recurrence  of  a  similar  demand  for  foreign  supply  the  provisions 
of  this  Bill  will  not  only  not  do  anything  to  remedy  the  evil,  but, 
by  compelling  a  continued  and  constant  contraction  of  the  currency, 
tend  very  much  to  accelerate  its  progress  and  aggravate  its  effects. 

5thly,  Because  in  every  case  where  in  consequence  of  the  diminu- 
tion of  bullion  in  the  Bank  of  England  an  inconvenient  contraction 
of  the  currency  may,  under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  take  place, 
that  inconvenience  will  be  further  augmented  by  the  withdrawal  of 
the  deposits  in  the  Bank  which  the  evident  interest  of  the  depositors 
will  occasion,  and  thus,  cause  and  effect  acting  and  reacting  on  each 
other,  the  entire  exhaustion  of  the  bullion  of  the  Bank  and  the  ruin 
of  the  establishment  may  be  apprehended. 

6thly,  Because  the  amount  of  the  currency  required  by  the  wants 
of  the  country  varies  &om  time  to  time,  and  is  influenced  by  a 
multitude  of  circumstances  quite  out  of  the  reach  of  human  control 
or  of  possible  foresight,  and  the  attempt  to  regulate  it  by  legislative 
provisions  introduces  a  new,  unnecessary,  and  unnatural  element  of 
uncertainty  in  the  value  of  property,  subjects  it  to  the  discretion  (it 
may  be  to  the  caprice)  of  particular  individuals,  and  tends  most 
mischievously  to  disturb  the  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor. 

ythly.  Because  I  believe  that  in  a  great  commercial  and  opulent 
country,  whose  pecuniary  transactions  are  infinitely  multifarious. 
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and  especially  in  this  country,  where  for  many  years  the  currency 
has  been  of  a  very  varied  character^  any  attempt  to  manage  it  by 
legislative  enactments  is  as  impossible  as  to  r^olate  the  amount 
which  may  be  required ;  that  when  the  Legislature  has  provided  a 
sure,  certain^  and  unerring  standard  on  which  it  shall  be  based,  and 
has  secured  to  the  people  the  easy  and  immediate  convertibility  of 
any  paper  or  token  (which  may  be  issued  by  private  individuals  or 
by  any  company)  into  the  legal  and  recognized  coin  of  the  realm, 
they  have  done  all  that  they  ought  to  do  or  can  safely  and  effec- 
tually effect,  and  that  all  the  rest  may  be  safely  left  to  be  regulated 
by  the  wants  of  the  people,  and  by  the  interests  and  the  judgments 
of  the  persons  who  minister  to  them. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 


DCCXCIII. 

April  4,  1845. 

The  Income  and  Property  Tax  was  continued  for  three  years  more. 
The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  I  continue  of  the  opinion  respecting  taxes  on 
income  detailed  in  a  protest  entered  on  the  Journals  on  the  aist  of 
June,  1842 ;  and  though  the  revival  of  activity  in  the  manu&cturing 
districts  (owing,  as  I  believe,  to  the  cheapness  of  bread,  aided  by 
the  remission  of  certain  taxes)  has  caused  a  return  of  prosperity 
which  was  not  then  anticipated,  I  believe  that  this  tax  must  have 
done  much  to  retard  and  repress  it. 

22ndly,  Because,  if  scarcity  shall  again  enhance  the  price  of  bread 
and  occasion  distress  during  the  continuance  of  this  tax,  it  will 
greatly  aggravate  all  the  evils,  and  increase  the  financial  difficulties 
which  will  then  arise. 

3rdly,  Because  in  that  case  the  financial  circumstances  of  the 
country  at  the  end  of  three  years  will  probably  be  such  as  to  render 
the  further  continuance  of  this  tax  indispensably  necessary ;  and  in 
the  other  alternative,  and  at  all  events,  it  may  be  found  convenient 
to  the  minister  of  the  day,  and  may  be  justified  by  the  same 
arguments  as  have  been  now  used. 

4thly,  Because  I  see  no  ground  to  hope  that  before  that  period 
Parliament  will  be  prepared  to  repeal  the  duties  on  the  importation 
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of  com,  which  might  render  its  renewal  unnecessary,  or  so  to 
modify  it  as  to  make  it  a  tax,  not  on  income  generally,  bat  on 
incomes  arising  from  fixed  and  realized  property  only,  in  which 
case  I  should  think  it  altogether  unobjectionable. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 

Qeorge  William  Frederic  Yilliers,  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell. 

DCCXCIV— DCCXCVI. 

May  80,  1845. 

Lord  Radnor  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  defining  and  regu- 
lating the  powers  exercised  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  opening  letters. 
Mr.  Mazzini  had  discovered  that  Sir  James  Graham  had  tampered  with 
his  letters,  and  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  Committees  of  both 
Hooses  had  been  appointed  to  enquire  into  and  report  on  the  practice. 
The  debate  will  be  found  iu  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixxx,  p.  1033. 
The  Bill  was  rejected  by  55  to  9. 

The  following  protests  were  inserted. 

1st,  Because  it  is  doubtftd  whether  by  law  any  power  exists  of 
detaining  and  opening  letters  passing  through  the  post  office. 

2ndly^  Because  this  power  as  now  exercised  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  England  and  in  Ireland  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
abhorrent  from  the  feelings  of  the  people,  and  is  immoral  in  itself, 
being  a  violation  of  confidence,  and  requiring  for  its  useful  exercise 
secrecy^  which  in  practice  has  been  obtained  by  the  forgery  of  seals 
and  the  falsification  of  stamps. 

3rdly,  Because,  being  exercised  secretly,  it  cannot  be  questioned, 
and  the  person  who  exercises  it  not  being  known,  cannot  be  pro- 
ceeded against,  or  made  responsible. 

4thly,  Because,  if  necessary  (as  is  alleged)  for  the  safety  of  the 
realm,  or  for  purposes  of  police,  it  ought  to  be  clearly  recognized 
by  law,  regulated  and  well  defined,  and  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
were  intended  for  that  purpose. 

5thly,  Because  the  clauses  and  provisions  against  which  in  the 
debate  strong  objections  were  urged  might  have  been  altered  in 
the  Committee,  if  the  Bill  had  been  allowed  to  proceed,  and  were 
not  legitimate  grounds  for  objecting  to  the  principle  or  refusing 
the  second  reading. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Hadnor. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 
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1st,  Because  I  think  the  law  with  respect  to  the  detaining  and 
opening  letters  at  the  post  office  extremely  douhtfiil ;  and  that  in 
a  matter  of  so  much  delicacy  and  importance,  it  ought  to  be 
peculiarly  clear  and  well  defined  ;  and  because  if  the  law  really  is, 
what  it  was  contended  in  the  debate  to  be^  I  think  it  ought  to 
undergo  immediate  amendment. 

andly,  Because,  despairing  at  present  of  the  entire  abolition  of 
the  prat^tice,  I  highly  approve  of  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  which 
was  meant  to  restrain-  it  to  cases  in  which  it  might  possibly  do 
some  good,  and  to  limit  its  operation  within  reasonable  bounds. 

3rdly,  Because,  if  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  were  liable  to  the 
objections  urged  in  the  debate,  those  clauses  might  have  been 
corrected  and  the  objections  obviated  in  the  Committee. 

4thly,  Because  two  most  desirable  objects  would  have  been 
obtained  by  this  Bill : 

1st,  The  suppression  of  the  immoral  and  fraudulent  practices 

naturally  arising  out  of  the  power  itself ;  and, 
^ndly.  The  limiting  the  exercise  of  the  power  claimed  to 
matters  of  internal  government;  and  the  preventing  of 
that  interference  with  the  concerns  of  foreigners,  relying 
on  English  hospitality,  which  I  deem  derogatory  to  the 
character  of  the  country,  and  which,  as  late  events  have 
proved,  is  likely  to  be  prompted  by  false  information,  and 
may,  I  apprehend,  endanger  the  general  peace. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 

John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell. 

George  William  Fox  Kinnaird,  Lord  Einnaird  and  Boesie. 

1st,  Because  we  think  that  the  law,  which  is  a  matter  directly 
affecting  the  rights,  interests,  and  comfort  of  every  class  of  the 
community,  ought  to  be  perfectly  clear  and  distinct,  is  in  the 
matter  to  which  this  Bill  applies  at  present  obscure  and  doubtful, 
affording  neither  a  guarantee  to  the  subject  against  inquisitorial 
tyranny,  and  the  arbitrary  caprice  of  a  minister,  or  certain 
protection  to  a  servant  of  the  Crown  who  may  be  led  by  unsound 
precedents  to  exceed  his  lawful  authority. 

2ndly,  Because  it  does  not  appear  from  either  of  the  reports  of 
the  secret  Committees  of  this  and  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
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or  from  any  other  authentic  source  of  information  (neither  has  it 
been  alleged  in  debate),  that  any  danger  to  the  State  from  foreign 
foes  or  from  domestic  treason  has  ever  been  averted  or  discovered 
by  the  stoppage  or  opening  of  letters  in  the  Post  Office ;  and  we 
therefore  gather  from  the  experience  of  nearly  two  centuries  that 
no  benefit  arises  from  a  practice  which  is  so  unconstitutional, 
odious,  and  demoralizing  that  nothing  but  the  highest  interests  of 
the  State,  involving  the  peace  of  the  country  or  the  security  of  the 
Sovereign,  could  justify  or  palliate  its  continuance  without  some 
such  limit  and  restraint  as  this  Bill  is  calculated  to  impose. 

3rdly,  Because  even  if  we  could  believe  that  the  opening  of 
letters  in  the  Post  Office  may  have  been  at  any  past  time  useful 
to  the  Government  and  beneficial  to  the  community  at  large^  we 
should  nevertheless  be  convinced  that  it  cannot  in  future  be 
attended  by  advantages  at  all  commensurate  with  the  evil  of 
maintaining  a  system  disgraceful  to  our  Government,  repugnant 
to  the  feelings  of  the  British  people,  and  contrary  to  every  principle 
of  popular  or  individual  liberty. 

Ulick  John  de  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 
George  William  Fox  Kinnaird,  Lord  Einnaird  and  Bessie. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 
William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 


DCCXCVII. 

June  4,  1845. 

The  Act  8  and  9  Victoria,  cap.  25,  remodelled  the  College  of 
Maynooth,  increased  its  annual  grant,  and  provided  for  its  inspection  and 
go>vemment.  The  Bill  encountered  warm  opposition  in  both  Houses,  and 
was  the  subject  of  very  many  hostile  petitions.  The  Bill  was  carried  in 
the  Ck>nmions  on  the  21st  of  May  after  three  nights'  debate,  by  317  to 
184,  the  tellers  of  the  minority  being  Inglis  tind  Bankes.  See  Hansard, 
Third  Series,  vol.  Ixxx,  p.  521.  The  following  protest  was  inserted  after 
the  second  reading  in  the  Lords. 

1st,  Because  I  have  always  viewed  the  establishment  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  College  of  Maynooth  as  a  measure  bad  in  principle^ 
and  not  productive  of  any  of  those  advantages  which  (as  an 
experiment  and  a  mere  measure  of  political  expediency)  might 
possibly  have  on  those  grounds  justified  its  original  adoption. 

2ndly^  Because  I  have  always  entertained  the  strongest  convic- 

VOL.  in.  TJ 
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tion  that  the  annual  grant  to  the  College  of  Maynooth  was  a 
measure  to  which,  as  a  Protestant^  I  could  not  assent ;  as  educating, 
for  the  spiritual  instruction  of  the  Roman  CathoHc  population  of 
Ireland,  an  inferior  class  of  persons,  taken  in  most  instances  from 
the  lower  orders  of  the  people ;  and  therefore  not  likely  to  use^  for 
the  general  advantage  and  benefit  of  the  country,  the  immense 
power  which  they  must  poflsess,  as  the  spiritual  guides  of  a 
naturally  intelligent,  sensitive,  and  easily  excited  people. 

3rdly,  Because  my  sentiments  as  to  the  character  of  the  education 
adopted  in  the  College  of  Maynooth  have  been  fully  corroborated 
by  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Commissioners  of  Irish  education, 
in  their  eighth  report ;  and  the  admissions  of  the  professors  of  that 
institution,  prove  to  my  complete  satis&ction^  that  the  authorized 
class  books  of  Maynooth  (which  every  student  is  obliged  to 
purchase),  and  the  standards  to  which  they  are  referred,  contain 
doctrines^  the  inculcation  of  which  upon  the  youth,  who  are  to  be 
the  spiritual  guides  and  directors  of  the  great  body  of  the  Irish 
people^  must  be  fraught  with  the  greatest  danger  to  the  peace  and 
well-being  of  the  United  Empire. 

4thly,  Because  objecting  so  strongly  to  the  annual  grant  to  the 
College  of  Maynooth,  those  objections  are  infinitely  increased,  when 
it  is  proposed  to  give  to  that  institution  a  permanent  endowment, 
unaccompanied  by  any  check  or  control^  on  the  part  of  the 
Legislature. 

5thly,  Because  it  is  my  firm  conviction  that  the  effect  of  the 
present  measure  for  the  permanent  endowment  of  Maynooth  will 
be  to  increase  the  number  of  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood 
without  improving  the  quality  of  that  body. 

6thly,  Because  considering  this  measure  to  be  bad  in  itself  and 
dangerous  in  its  consequences,  I  cannot  but  view  it  as  the  precursor 
of  other  measures,  which  in  the  march  of  events  it  must  carry  with 
it^  involving  (perhaps  at  no  distant  period)  the  destruction  of  our 
Protestant  Established  Church. 

Henry  Maxwell,  Lord  F&mham. 
Qeorge  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 
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DCCXCVIII— DCCCII. 

June  16,  1845. 

The  following  protests  were  inserted  on  the  occasion  of  the  third 
ci  the  Maynooth  Goll^  Bill. 


Because  I  consider  this  measure  to  be  entirely  inconsistent  with 
the  Protestant  constitution  of  our  government,  to  maintain  and 
defend  which  the  House  of  Brunswick  was  called  to  the  Throne 
of  these  realms. 

Because  I  cannot  but  think  that  this  Bill,  taken  in  conjunction 
with  the  measures  recomm^Eided  and  pursued  by  her  Majesty's 
ministers,  is  calculated  to  put  in  hazard  the  existence  of  the 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  though  at  the  time  of  the  union 
of  that  country  with  Great  Britain  it  was  distinctly  undertaken 
that  that  Church  should  be  the  United  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland^  and  be  maintained  as  such. 

Because  I  fisar  that  the  security  of  her  Majesty's  throne  cannot 
bat  be  greatly  endangered,  and  the  hearts  of  her  Majesty's  loyal 
Protestant  subjeets  throughout  the  Empire  deeply  shocked,  by 
each  measures,  as  indeed  the  unprecedented  number  of  petitions 
presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  to  her  Majesty, 
abundantly  testify. 

Because  I  consider  that  the  Protestant  Church  and  constitution 
of  England  is  the  highest  of  all  blessings  vouchsafed  to  our  country 
by  God's  special  and  peculiar  mercy,  and  that  the  nation  will  be 
guilty  of  a  great  crime  in  abandoning  the  protection  of  so  sacred 
a  trust ;  and  that  as  we  have  been  blessed  beyond  all  the  nations 
of  the  world,  during  the  period  of  our  possessing  it,  so  we  may 
wen  fear  that  if  we  prove  unworthy  we  may  receive  such  severe 
ponidiment  as  a  nation  as  such  abandonment  of  our  highest 
national  duty  deserves. 

George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

George   Williaiu    Finch    Hatton,    Earl    of   Winchilsea    and 

Nottingham . 
Henry  Maxwell,  Lord  Famham. 

1st,  Because  it  is  a  national  endowment  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
in  this  country,  and  as  such  is  in  direct  variance  with  the 
Protestant  principles  of  our  constitution. 

V  2 
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sndly,  Because  the  passing  of  sueli  a  measure  will  greatly  weaken 
if  not  totally  destroy  the  right  and  title  by  which  the  House  of 
Brunswick  holds  the  British  Throne. 

3rdly,  Because  the  national  endowment  of  the  said  College  of 
M aynooth  for  the  education  and  instruction  of  five  hundred  priests, 
attached  to  a  Churchy  which  we  as  Protestants  hold  inculcates  doc- 
trines both  idolatrous  and  superstitious^  is  a  fearful  departure  firom 
the  duty  which  we  owe  to  Almighty  God  as  Christian  Legislators, 
and  will  lay  our  country  justly  open  to  visitations  of  the  Divine 
displeasure. 

Gborge    William    Finch    Hatton,    Earl    of    Winohilsea    and 

Nottingham. 
Charles  William  Bury,  Earl  of  Charleville. 
Kobert  Jocelyn,  Lord  Clanbrassil  (Earl  of  Boden). 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

1st,  Because  I  hold  it  to  be  contradictory  to  the  first  principles 
of  the  Reformation,  to  provide  for  the  establishment  of  an  order  of 
men,  to  be  educated  for  the  express  purpose  of  resisting  and 
defeating  that  Reformation  ;  men  whose  office  and  main  duty  it 
will  be  to  disseminate  and  to  perpetuate  those  very  corruptions 
of  the  Christian  faith  which  the  Church  of  England  has  solemnly 
abjured,  and  some  of  which  the  whole  Legislature  of  England  has 
declared  to  be  superstitious  and  idolatrous. 

andly.  Because  the  most  unbounded  toleration  of  religious  error 
does  not  require  us  to  provide  for  the  maintenance  and  the  growth 
of  that  error,  but  rather  imposes  upon  us  a  strong  obligation  to 
prevent^  by  all  just  and  peaceful  means,  its  increase,  and  to 
discourage  its  continuance. 

3rdly,  Because  this  measure  has  a  tendency  to  raise  in  the  public 
mind  a  belief  that  religious  truth  is  a  matter  of  indifference  to 
the  State,  and  by  consequence  to  subvert  that  principle  of  succession 
to  the  throne  on  which  the  title  of  the  present  dynasty  is  founded^ 
and  which  forms  an  essential  and  integral  part  of  the  constitution 
of  this  Kingdom. 

Edward  Copleston,  Bishop  of  TJ^nciftif; 

Charles  Richard  Sumner,  Bishop  of  Winohester. 

William  Thomas  le  Poer  Trench,  Earl  of  Clanoarty. 

John  Bird  Sumner,  Bishop  of  Chester. 

Robert  Daly,  Bishop  of  Cashely  &o. 
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Qeorge   William    Finch    Hatton,    Earl    of   Winohilsea    and 

Nottingham^ 
Gkoige  Cadogan,  Earl  Cadogan. 

The  Bishop  of  London's  name  is  inserted  after  that  of  Lord  Clancarty, 
but  a  pen  is  drawn  through  it. 

1st,  Becanse  in  taking  and  subscribing  the  oath  of  supremacy  I 
have  declared  ^  that  no  foreign  prince^  person,  prelate^  state^  or 
potentate  hath,  or  ought  to  have,  any  power^  pre-eminence, 
jurisdiction,  or  authority,  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual,  within  this 
realm;'  and  this  measure  substantially  affirms  that  such  juris- 
diction is  legally  vested  and  ought  to  be  upheld  in  the  See  of 
Borne,  over  her  Majesty's  Boman  Catholic  subjects  in  Ireland. 

2ndly,  Because  my  duty  to  my  Sovereign  forbids  my  advising 
her  to  put  her  hand  to  an  Act  for  the  encouragement  of  a  form  of 
worship,  of  which  she  has  solemnly,  in  the  presence  of  God,  testified 
her  belief  that  it  is  superstitious  and  idolatrous. 

William  Thomas  le  Poer  Trench,  Earl  of  Clanoarty. 
George  Eenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 

ist,  Because  there  exists  the  same  contrariety  between  the 
doctrines  of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  the 
doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Bome,  now,  as  at  the  time  of  the 
Beformation. 

2ndly^  Because  as  the  Sovereign  of  these  realms  is  required  to 
make  a  declaration  that  some  of  the  tenets  of  the  Church  of  Bome 
are  superstitious  and  idolatrous,  and  therefore  ofiensive  to  God  and 
dangerous  to  man;  it  is  neither  consistent  with  faithfulness  to 
God  nor  true  charity  to  man  to  endow  a  college  to  teach  those 
doctrines. 

Bobert  Daly,  Bishop  of  Cashely  &o. 

DCCCIII. 

June  28,  1845. 

The  principle  of  r^olating  the  issues  of  Banks  introduced  into  the 
Ignglifth  Act  of  1844,  was  extended  in  1845  ^  Ii^land  (8  and  9  Victoria, 
ci^.  37),  and  Scotland,  cap.  38.  The  Bill  was  resisted  both  on  the  second 
and  third  reading.  No  division  was  however  taken  on  the  second 
reading,  Lord  Badnor  inserting  the  following  protest. 
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let,  Because  this  Bill,  proceeding  on  tbe  assumption  and  stating 
in  tbe  preamble  tbat  it  is  expedient  to  regulate  the  issne  of  bank 
notes  in  Scotland,  all^^  no  groond  as  reason  for  that  expediency, 
neither  that  the  issne  has  heret<^ore  been  exceesiye,  nor  that  it 
has  been  made  on  inadequate  security,  nor  that  it  has  been 
attended  with  loss  or  inconyenience  to  the  people  of  Scotland^ 
nor  that  the  people  of  Scotland  complain  of  it,  or  desire  such 
regulation. 

2ndly^  Because  I  hold  it  inexpedient  to  regulate  such  issue, 
inasmuch  as — 

1.  It  is  an  unnecessary  legislative  interference  with  priyate 

concerns^  and  such  interference  is  contrary  to  all  sound 
principle  of  legislation. 

2.  It  will  in  this  case  be  productive  of  inconvenience,  both 

to  the  bankers  whose  concerns  it  is  intended  to  regulate, 
and  to  the  people  in  general ;  and, 

3.  It  is  quite  uncalled  for,  and  altogether  dq)recated  by  the 

people  of  Scotland. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Act  of  last  Session  (7  and  8  Victoria^  cap. 
32)  having  given  a  monopoly  of  all  the  banking  business  of  the 
United  Kingdom  to  the  then  existing  banking  establishments, 
this  Bill  confirms  that  monopoly,  as  &r  as  Scotland  is  concerned^ 
and  thus  unjustly  places  the  people  of  that  country  at  the  mercy 
of  a  combination  of  bankers,  the  necessary  consequence  of  which 
must  be  that  the  bankers  will  be  freed  from  one  strong  incentive 
to  pay  due  attention  to  the  concerns  of  their  customers^  and  that 
their  customers  will  be  deprived  of  that  security  for  the  faithful 
discharge  of  their  bankers'  duties. 

4thly,  Because  the  Bill  proceeds  on  the  supposition  that  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  banks  leads  to  too  large  an  issue  of 
bank  notes;  whereas  I  conceive  (and  in  that  opinion  am  borne 
out  by  the  testimony  of  eminent  Scotch  bankers)  that  the  amount 
of  bank  notes  in  circulatioii  is  regulated  by  the  wants  of  the 
community,  and  when  convertible  into  coin  at  the  option  of  the 
holder  can  never  be  in  excess;  and  that  the  increase  of  banks 
located  in  different  plaees,  and  the  great  extension  of  branches  in 
remote  agricultural  districts,  by  multiplying  the  opportunities  and 
extending  the  facilities  of  making  deposits,  tends  to  diminish  the 
amount  of  notes  in  circulation. 
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5tlil7,  Beoan66,  tbongli  it  has  happened  accordingly  that  the 
amount  of  notes  in  circulation  in  Scotland  has,  notwithstanding 
tiie  increase  of  the  population,  of  commercial  transactions,  and  of 
general  wealth,  been  considerably  diminished  in  the  last  twenty 
years,  it  is  not  to  be  expected  but  that  in  the  prog^ss  of  events 
a  larger  supply  may  at  some  time  be  wanted,  and  such  an  increased 
supply  is  absolutely  prohibited  by  this  Bill,  except  on  terms  very 
disadvantageous  to  the  issuers. 

6tii1y^  Because,  bankers  being  forbidden  by  this  Bill  to  .enlarge 
their  issues  of  notes  beyond  the  average  of  the  year  ending  the  tst 
of  May,  1845,  except  to  the  extent  of  the  coin  held  in  their  coffers, 
it  will  happen  that  in  the  event  of  any  misconduct  on  the  part 
of  any  bank,  or  dissatisfaction  on  the  part  of  its  customers,  if  theii" 
customers  resort  to  another  bank  which  they  consider  either  more 
safe  or  more  accommodating,  that  bank  can  transact  their  business 
(mly  by  increasing  its  issues  against  gold^  whereby  banking  accom- 
modation of  every  description  in  Scotland  will  be  obstructed  and 
rendered  more  expensive. 

Ttiily,  Because  I  apprehend  that  the  provisions  of  this  Bill 
oiabling  a  banker  to  increase  the  issue  of  his  notes  permanently 
beyond  the  average  of  the  year  ending  the  ist  of  May,  1845,  to  the 
extent  of  coin  retained  in  his  hands,  are  illusory^  and  will  be 
useless,  for  it  is  difficult  to  understand  with  what  view  a  banker 
should  issue  any  notes  under  such  restrictions,  inasmuch  as  he 
would  entail  on  himself  trouble  and  expense,  and  could  derive  no 
profit  from  the  transaction. 

8thly>  Because  the  immediate  effect  of  this  Bill  is  to  hamper 
the  business  of  banking,  and  its  unavoidable  effect  to  concentrate 
in  fewer  hands  all  the  banking  affairs  of  Scotland,  and  constantly 
to  bring  them  nearer  and  nearer  within  the  compass  of  a  close 
monopoly. 

9thly>  Because^  if  the  banking  business  of  Scotland  is  confined 
to  fewer  hands,  the  public  will  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  free 
competition,  which  is  constantly  stimulating  the  ingenuity  of  rival 
bankers  to  devise  new  expedients  for  facilitating  banking  operations, 
in  the  hope  of  retaining  or  extending  their  business  to  the  great 
advantage  of  the  public. 

loihlyy  Because,  in  the  case  of  banking,  as  in  every  other 
burineM,  monopoly  is  injurious  both  to  the  public  and  in  the 
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long  run  to  the  persons  to  whom  it  is  conceded;  and  it  is  in 
evidence  before  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
great  competition  existing  amongst  the  banking  establishments 
of  Scotland,  while  it  has  restrained  within  moderate  bounds  the 
profits  of  the  banking  business,  has,  by  raising  the  rate  of  interest 
given  on  deposits,  and  lowering  the  rate  of  interest  charged  on 
loans,  greatly  benefited  the  community. 

iithly,  Because  the  substitution  of  bank  notes  for  coin  is  one 
of  the  most  ingenious  and  useful  improvements  of  modem  times, 
and,  provided  the  notes  are  at  all  times  convertible  into  coin  at 
the  option  of  the  holder,  is  attended  with  no  risk,  affords  great 
convenience  for  commercial  transactions,  and  is  productive  both 
of  saving  to  the  public  and  of  advantage  to  individuals ;  and  to 
check  it,  which  is  the  object  of  this  Bill,  is  to  take  a  retrograde 
step  in  the  path  of  civilization. 

J2thly,  Because  if  there  is^  as  some  apprehend,  anything 
dangerous  or  unsound  in  the  banking  arrangements  of  Scotland, 
it  proceeds,  not  from  the  amount  of  paper  currency,  which  this 
Bill  is  intended  to  limit  and  control,  but  from  the  extent  of 
credit,  which  it  affects  only  in  a  circuitous  and  mischievous 
manner, 

I3thly,  Because  the  banking  system  of  Scotland,  hitherto  wholly 
free  and  uncontrolled  by  any  leg^lative  regulation,  has  worked 
most  beneficially  for  the  people  of  that  country,  and  has  given 
them  entire  satisfaction;  and  I  therefore  can  see  no  call  of 
necessity^  expediency,  or  prudence  for  the  present  attempt  to 
regulate  it  by  law. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 

DCCCIV. 

June  24,  1845. 

On  the  9th  of  June  Lord  Stanley  moved  the  first  reading  of  a 
Government  Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  provide  compensation  in  cer- 
tain cases  to  Irish  tenants,  who  might  be  dispossessed  of  their  holdings, 
for  such  improvements  as  they  had  made  during  their  tenancy.  The 
speech  with  which  the  Bill  was  introduced  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Series, 
vol.  Ixxxi,  p.  211.  The  compensation  was  limited  to  draining,  l)uilding, 
and  fencing,  L  e,  for  destroying  fences.  The  Act  was  to  be  carried 
out  by  a  commissioner,  named  a  commissioner  of  improvements.     The 
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seoond  reading  was  taken  on  the  a4tb  of  June,  see  Hansard,  ib.  p.  11 16, 
and  was  carried  bj  48  to  34.     It  was  then  referred  to  a  select  committee. 
The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because  whilst  we  are  most  solicitous  to  support  any  measure 
which  produces  or  which  has  a  tendency  to  produce  an  improvement 
in  the  condition  of  the  occupying  tenantry  of  Ireland^  we  are 
unable  to  find  in  the  provisions  of  the  present  Bill  any  enactments 
which  will  have  that  beneficial  effect. 

andly,  Because  we  consider  the  improvement  of  agriculture  and 
the  extension  of  a  demand  for  labour  in  Ireland  to  depend  very 
materially  upon  the  mutual  good  understanding  and  co-operation 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  the  contribution  of  the  capital 
of  the  one  class  in  aid  of  the  industry  of  the  other^  which  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  seem  calculated  to  check  and  limit  rather 
than  to  increase  and  to  encourage. 

3rdly,  Because  the  intervention  of  a  Government  officer,  called 
in^  not  as  a  guide  and  adviser,  by  two  parties  anxious  to  combine 
in  the  execution  of  a  definite  sj^stem  of  well-considered  improvement, 
but  interposing  at  the  request  of  one  party  only,  and  possibly 
against  the  consent  of  the  other,  appears  to  us  manifestly  unjust  in 
principle,  and  likely  to  lead  to  dissensions  and  jealousies  where  it 
is  most  important  that  goodwill  and  cordiality  should  permanently 
exist. 

4thly,  Because  we  consider  the  compulsory  introduction  of  new 
and  varied  obligations  between  parties  who  have  already  entered 
into  contracts,  and  this  without  any  saving  of  those  existing 
contracts,  gives  to  this  Bill  an  ex  post  facto  operation,  contrary 
to  justice  and  to  the  first  principles  on  which  sound  legislation 
should  proceed,  principles  which  have  hitherto  been  regarded  by 
Parliament  as  sacred  and  inviolable. 

5thly,  Because  the  introduction  of  a  measure  like  the  present 
seems  peculiarly  rash,  dangerous,  and  inopportune,  at  a  time  when 
it  appears  from  the  report  of  the  commissioners,  that,  'in  spite 
of  many  embarrassing  and  counteracting  circumstances,  in  almost 
every  part  of  Ireland  unequivocal  symptoms  of  improvement  con- 
tinually present  themselves  to  the  view,  and  when  there  exists  a 
very  general  and  increasing  spirit  and  desire  for  the  promotion  of 
improvements  from  which  the  most  beneficial  results  may  fairly 
be  expected. 
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6thly,  Because  a  facility  of  erecting  new  buildings  on  small 
&rms,  without  taking  any  adequate  security  for  the  future  and 
permanent  appropriation  of  those  buildings  to  those  uses  only 
which  may  be  conducive  to  the  real  interests  of  the  tenant  as 
well  as  of  the  landlord,  and  to  the  improvement  and  good  culti* 
vation  of  the  land^  can  hardly  fail  to  promote  the  increase  of  a 
pauper  population,  lowering  the  rate  of  wages^  augmenting  the 
price  of  food^  adding  ultimately  to  the  competition  for  land,  and 
thus  incalculably  aggravating  many  of  the  most  serious  evils 
incident  to  the  condition  of  the  Irish  peasantry. 

7thly,  Because  a  provision  to  encourage  the  levelling  of  existing 
fences  is  not  only  inapplicable  to  the  greater  part  of  Ireland,  but, 
as  being  unaccompanied  by  any  clauses  to  provide  for  the  erection 
of  new  fences  of  a  permanent  or  improved  character^  or  indeed  of 
any  fences  at  all,  seems  to  us  most  irrational  and  absurd. 

8thly,  Because,  even  if  it  is  assumed  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  is  as  wise  and  just  as,  for  the  reasons  stated,  it  appears  to 
us  indefensible  and  impolitic^  it  is  manifest  that  the  machinery 
provided  in  this  Bill,  by  the  establishment  of  a  single  officer  of 
the  Government  in  Dublin,  acting  through  assistant  commissioners 
named  by  himself,  is  wholly  inadequate  for  the  performance  of 
duties  extending  over  the  whole  surface  of  a  great  country. 

9thly,  Because  the  enactment  of  an  ill-considered  measure  like 
the  present  may  raise  serious  obstacles  in  the  way  of  a  wiser 
system  of  legislative  interference  to  which  we  should  feel  disposed 
to  give  our  most  fitvourable  consideration, — a  system  which,  by 
affording  guidance  and  instruction  where  skill  and  science  are 
required, — by  facilitating  the  application  of  capital  where  capital 
is  needed,  and  is  most  likely  to  be  profitably  applied, — by  en* 
couraging  co-operation,  not  only  between  landlord  and  tenant 
but  between  parties  interested  in  adjacent  estates, — by  securing 
to  the  tenant  the  strict  and  accurate  performance  of  all  contracts 
entered  into  with  him,  and  a  AiU  return  for  all  improvements 
effected  by  him  with  his  landlord's  approval, — ^by  securing  to  the 
landlord  a  maintenance  of  all  improvements  to  which  he  may  be 
called  on  to  contribute, — shall  increase  the  amount  of  agricultural 
produce, — shall  augment  the  national  wealth, — shall  stimulate  and 
render  more  permanent  the  demand  for  labour, — and  thus,  without 
the  violation  of  any  principle,  facilitate  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
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whilst  maintidning  the  rights  of  property,  and  shall  thos  improve 
the  condition  of  all  classes  of  her  Majesty's  Irish  sabjects. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

Frauds  William  Caulfiekl,  Lord  Charlemont  (Earl  of  Charle- 
mont),  excepting  the  seventh  reason. 

ArehiiMdd  Adieson,  Earl  of  Qosford. 

Com^ius  0*Oallaghan,  Viscount  Lismore. 

Ulick  John  De  Bnrgfa,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 

John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell. 

George  WUliam  Fox  Kinuaird,  Lord  Kinnaird  and  Hossie. 

John  Chambre  Brabazon,  Lord  Chaworth  (Earl  of  Meath). 

Robert  l^pland  Carew,  Lord  Carew. 

Rob^  Jooelyn,  Lord  ClAatoasail  (Earl  of  Roden),  excepting 
aeventh  reasoiL 

Edward  Churchill,  Lord  Crofton,  except  seventh  clause. 

George  Charles  Bingham,  Earl  of  Luoan,  excepting  the  seventh 
reason. 

Charles  William  Bury,  Earl  CharleviUa. 

John  Edward  Comw^s  Rous,  Earl  of  Stradbroke. 

Henrj  Spencer  Chichester,  Lord  Templemore,  excepting  seventh 
reaeon. 

John  William  Montagu,  Earl  of  Sandwich. 

William  Farsons,  Earl  of  Boase,  excepting  seventh  reason. 

Robert  Edward  King,  Viscount  Lorton,  except  the  seventh. 

George  James  Perceval,  Lord  Lovel  and  Holland  (Earl  of 
^fmont). 

Robert  H^nry  King,  Lord  Kingston  (Earl  of  Kingston). 

Charles  William  Stewart  Vane,  Eaii  Vane  (Marquis  of  Lon- 
donderry). 

DCCCV,  DCCCVI. 

June  80,  1845. 

The  following  protests  were  entered  against  the  third  reading  of  the 
Scotdi  Banks  Act,  which  was  carried  bj  47  to  15. 

ist,  Because  any  interferenoe  with  the  banking  system  of  Scotland 
is  totally  nncalled  fpr^  as  proved  before  the  committees,  in  which 
facts  have  been  fully  corroborated  by  subsequent  experience. 

andly,  Because  the  Bill  will,  owing  to  the  way  the  average  is 
taken,  tend  to  limit  the  present  circulation,  and  thereby  cause 
great  injury  to  the  landed  property  in  Scotland,  as  well  as  to 
the  commercial  interest.  That  taking  the  average  for  one  year 
is  no  criterion  of  what  may  be  the  wants  of  the  country  a  few 
years  hence. 
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3rdly^  Becanse  it  appears  that  tlie  introduction  of  this  Bill  is 
only  the  first  step  towards  the  object  of  those  who  wish  to  abolish 
the  small  notes  in  Scotland^  with  the  view  of  assimilating  the 
system  of  banking  to  England,  having  only  one  bank  of  issae. 

George  William  Fox  Einnaird,  Lord  Einnaird  and  Bossie. 
WiUmm  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor,  for  the  first,  latter 
part  of  the  second,  and  for  the  third  reasons. 

1st,  Because  I  can  see  no  possible  benefit  likely  to  result  from 
this  Bill ;  and  none  has  been  stated  in  debate,  except  in  the  event 
of  such  an  emergency  as  has  never  yet  occurred,  which  in  my 
opinion  it  is  rather  calculated  to  occasion,  and  which  it  supplies 
no  new  means  of  meeting. 

sndly,  Because  it  will  at  once  check  and  ultimately  put  an 
end  to  that  competition  which  has  heretofore  existed  amongst 
the  banks  of  Scotland,  and  which  has  rendered  banking  remar^ble 
for  cheapness,  efficiency,  and  safety,  and  highly  beneficial  to  all 
the  interests  in  that  country. 

3rdly,  Because,  though  I  consider  the  evils  hence  resulting,  quite 
certain,  they  will  not  be  so  palpable  as  to  invite  or  suggest  a  repeal 
of  this  law ;  they  will  not  exhibit  themselves  by  any  calamity,  or 
produce  any  immediate  distress^  but  they  will  silently  prevent  that 
advance  in  prosperity  which  might  otherwise  have  been  attained. 
If  similar  provisions  had  been  enacted  twenty  years  ago  it  is 
evident  that  Scotland  would  not  have  enjoyed  the  advantages 
which  are  universally  admitted  to  have  resulted  from  its  banking 
system  ;  but  no  one  would  have  known  that,  but  for  those  enact- 
ments, it  would  have  been  more  prosperous.  In  like  manner 
hereafter,  as  no  one  will  be  able  to  say  what  would  have  been 
the  state  of  the  country  if  this  Bill  had  not  passed^  so  no  one 
will  be  able  to  trace  the  amount  of  evil,  which  it  will  have  produced, 
or  of  good,  which  it  will  have  prevented. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 
Archibald  John  Primrose,  Lord  Bosebery  (Earl  of  Rosebeiy), 
for  the  first  reason. 
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DCCCVII. 
July  1,  1845. 

On  the  f  th  of  February,  1845,  one  William  Lloyd,  an  Irishman,  wil- 
fully broke  the  Portland  vase  in  the  British  Museum.  He  was  brought 
before  a  magistrate  and  fined  £3  for  breaking  the  glass  case,  no  proyision 
having  been  made  by  law  for  the  punishment  of  such  mischievous  offences. 
The  vase  was  afterwards  repaired.  Early  in  the  Session  the  Qovemment 
introduced  a  Bill,  which  passed  the  Commons  without  debate,  inflicting  two 
years'  imprisonment,  hard  labour,  and  whipping  on  such  offenders.  In 
the  Lords  the  imprisonment  was  shortened  to  six  months.  The  Act  is 
8  and  9  Victoria,  cap.  44. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist^  Because  legislation  apon  the  happening  of  any  accidental 
event  of  exceedingly  rare  occorrence^  which  scarce  ever  had  been 
known  before,  and  may  very  likely  not  happen  again,  is  at  all 
times  much  to  be  avoided  ;  and  this  Bill  takes  its  rise  from  the 
concurrence  of  two  such  improbable  accidents,  a  person  apparently 
of  unsound  mind  breaking  the  Portland  vase,  and  the  noble  owner 
of  it  being  averse  to  institute  any  action  for  the  trespass.  Had  he 
done  so,  such  damages  must  have  been  recovered  as  would  have 
ensured  a  period  of  long  imprisonment,  and  this  Bill  never  would 
have  been  heard  of. 

2ndly,  Because,  although  it  may  sometimes  be  advisable,  against 
the  aforesaid  general  principle^  to  take  the  occasion  of  some  one 
occurrence  for  supplying  a  defect  in  the  law,  it  is  by  no  means  clear 
that  there  was  such  a  defect  as  this  Bill  assumes  to  have  existed. 
The  distinction  which  our  law  has  ever  taken  between  crimes  and 
trespasses  appears  to  be  perfectly  well  grounded ;  the  one  is  the 
proper  subject  of  punishment ;  the  other  of  compensation, 

3rdly,  Because  the  whole  structure  of  this  Bill  plainly  indicates 
its  origin  in  a  particular  isolated  event,  and  shows,  what  always 
happens  in  such  legislation,  and  is  one  of  the  principal  reasons 
against  it,  that  the  lawgiver's  attention  being  confined  to  one 
circumstance^  all  other  considerations  are  neglected.  In  the  pre- 
sent instance  there  is  no  measure  or  proportion  kept  in  the 
punishment  inflicted  with  the  punishment  inflicted  for  other 
offences^  and  a  single  act  being  selected,  the  one  that  gave  rise 
to  the  Bill,  a  class  of  crimes  is  constituted  to  embrace  this  one  case, 
and  all  other  cases  are  overlooked.     The  Bill  is  indeed  not  quite  so 
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violent  an  outrage  on  all  humanity  and  all  principle  as  it  was  when 
sent  up  from  the  Commons.  Instead  of  two  years'  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour  and  three  whippings,  the  limit  now  is  six  months 
and  lmi*d  labour,  or  six  months  and  three  whippings ;  but  this 
reduced  penalty  is  &r  beyond  the  punishment  often  inflicted  for 
much  more  serious  offences.  A  woman's  character  is  at  least  as 
valuable  as  the  fold  of  the  drapery  of  h^r  stucco  cast,  and  the 
damaging  of  the  former  is  a  somewhat  graver  offence  than  the 
damaging  of  the  latter ;  yet  the  slanderer  is  only  liable  to  an  action, 
nor  even  to  that  unless  he  imputes  an  indictable  offence^  and  the 
libeller  himself,  if  prosecuted^  would  assuredly  never  be  condemned 
to  six  months  of  prison,  nor  could  he  be  sentenced  to  hard  labour. 
Again,  all  other  property,  even  the  most  valuable,  is  left  to  tiie 
protection  of  the  old  law.  The  owner  of  the  magnificent  and  tmly 
noble  collection  of  plants  at  Chatsworth,  one  of  the  great  orna- 
ments of  this  country,  whether  for  its  scientific  value  or  its 
extraordinary  beauly,  is  left  to  bring  his  action  and  recover 
damages  from  any  one  who  may  destroy  a  flower  or  a  plant,  to 
import  or  to  rear  which  has  cost  large  sums,  and  been  the  labour  of 
an  ingenious  botanist's  life;  while  the  idle  boy  that  chips  oflP 
the  little  finger  of  a  stucco  cast  worth  a  groat  is  liable  to  be 
punished  more  severely  than  if  he  had  committed  a  manslaughter, 
or  other  felony  without  agg^vating  circumstances. 

4thly,  Because  this  is  the  first  instance  of  extending  beyond 
a  very  small  fine  for  malicious  mischief  those  penalties  often 
given  in  local  acts  for  constructing  bridges,  turnpikes,  and 
other  such  works,  and  they  have  always  been  granted  upon  the 
ground,  not  applicable  to  the  subject  of  the  present  Bill,  that  the 
malice  to  be  guarded  against  might  originate  in  the  desire  of 
destroying  the  works  to  injure  the  concern  to  which  they  belonged^ 
and  might  be  traced  to  some  conspiracy  of  persons  having  conflict* 
ing  interests,  while  in  all  later  acts  the  injury  of  the  road  used  for 
steam  conveyance  was  known  and  felt  to  be  an  oflfonce  exposiB^ 
human  life  to  the  utmost  peril.  Such  consideration  can  have  no 
place  in  the  preset  case;  and  nothing  can  be  urged  in  fiEivoor 
of  this  Bill  which  would  not  go  to  justify  a  similar  extension  of  iht 
criminal  law  to  every  species  of  trespass  upon  property,  whether 
public  or  private. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  «nd  Vaux. 
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July  10,  1846. 

Thomas  Baker,  formerly  a  police  saperintendent  in  the  Metropolitan 
Force,  had  given  evidence  before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
on  the  Gkme  Laws.  Mr.  John  Harlow,  named  in  this  evidence,  conceived 
himself  aggrieved  by  the  statements  made,  and  gave  notice  of  action. 
Thereupon  Baker  petitioned  the  House  for  protection,  on  the  ground  that 
his  evidence  was  privileged.  The  Chancellor  thereupon  moved  that  the 
matter  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  ;  Lord  Campbell,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  the  plainti£f  and  his  attorney  be  summoned  to  the  Bar.  The 
ChanceUor's  proposal  was  carried  by  33  to  22.  Ultimately  Harlow  and 
his  attorney,  on  being  taken  into  custody,  expressed  their  regret  for  the 
breach  of  privilege  which  they  had  committed. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  a  reference  to  precedent  cannot  be  necessary  for 
dealing  with  a  case  which  presents  a  manifest  violation  of  our  privi- 
ties. Precedent  of  such  an  audacious  disregard  of  the  authority 
of  this  House  will  (as  has  been  admitted  in  debate)  probably  not 
be  found,  and  the  inference  which  naturally  arises  &om  a  search  for 
precedents  is,  that  we  feel  some  doubt  or  difficulty  in  maintaining 
that  authority  without  the  precedent  of  a  similar  case, 

2ndly,  Because  the  arguments  which  have  been  adduced  in  debate 
against  the  amendment  which  has  been  rejected  tend  to  a  denial  of 
the  peculiar  powers,  authority,  and  privil^^  which  I  believe  the 
House  of  Lords  to  possess,  which  are  not  necessarily  connected  with 
its  judicial  functions,  and  which  are  superior  to  those  of  any  other 
court  of  law. 

3Tdly,  Because  this  House  ought  to  show  no  hesitation  in  protects 
ing  its  witnesses.  Inquiries  instituted  to  collect  information  for  the 
purposes  of  legislation  differ  widely  from  the  examination  of  wit- 
nesses in  the  administration  of  justice  ;  and  if  individuals  who  have 
been  snnmioned  before  this  House  and  its  committees  to  assist  such 
inquiries  be  not  protected  firom  annoyance  and  expense,  in  con- 
sequence of  statements  honestly  made,  and  of  &cts  conscientiously 
related  in  evidence,  it  is  to  be  apprehended  that  there  may  be 
an  indisposition  to  afford  information,  and  a  caution  in  referring  to 
fiM^  which  may  be  productive  of  inconvenience  and  difficulties  in 
prosecuting  such  inquiries. 

ITlick  John  De  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 
Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
John  Campbell,  Lord  Campbell. 
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DCCCIX. 
July  14,  1845. 

John  Harlow  and  Peter  Taite  EEarbin,  the  latter  a  solicitor,  were 
examined  touching  their  proceedings  against  Baker,  and  both  were  com- 
niitted  to  the  custody  of  the  Deputy  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  until  further 
orders.  The  debate  is  to  be  found  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  voL  Ixxxii, 
p.  431.     Lord  Brougham  subsequently  printed  his  speech. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist^  Because  this  House  is  now  for  the  first  time  interfering 
to  stop  by  force  an  action  brought  against  a  party  for  a  wrong 
done  to  a  fellow-subject  in  slanderous  words  all^^  to  have  been 
&lsely  spoken^  and  is  thus  interposing  its  power,  under  the  name  of 
privilege,  between  the  subject  and  his  strict  legal  right,  sought  to 
be  made  good  in  a  court  of  law  by  the  course  which  the  law  has 
prescribed. 

2ndly,  Because,  whatever  right  the  House  may  be  supposed  to 
derive  from  precedent,  that  is,  from  former  instances  in  which  it 
has  exercised  similar  powers,  there  can  be  no  donbt  that  in  former 
times  both  Houses  of  Parliament  were  wont  to  do  many  acts  under 
the  name  of  asserting  their  privileges,  acts  which  in  the  present  day 
and  for  a  long  time  past  both  Houses  of  Parliament  have  wholly 
abstained  from  doing,  and  which  would  now  be  considered  by  all 
mankind  to  be  gross  and  wanton  violations  of  all  justice. 

3rdly,  Because,  though  the  right,  however  founded  or  however 
proved,  to  do  such  acts  as  these,  or  even  such  acts  as  the  present,  of 
a  far  less  objectionable  kind,  were  admitted,  yet  it  is  always  a 
question  of  expediency  and  discretion  whether  or  not  this  power, 
even  if  it  be  possessed  by  right,  shall  in  any  given  case  be  exer- 
cised, and  it  ever  behoves  both  Houses  of  Parliament  to  be  most 
cautious  and  abstinent  in  the  use  of  powers  like  these,  which  are 
assumed  by  them  over  parties  charged  with  ofiending  against 
themselves,  and  are  used  by  them  in  their  own  case  without  the 
intervention  of  any  impartial  and  judicial  authority. 

4thly,  Because  it  is  in  a  peculiar  manner  the  duty  of  both 
Houses  to  abstain  from  such  acts,  when  they  reflect  that  there 
is  no  code  of  privilege  promulgated  whereby  the  people  may 
know  against  what  law  they  offend, — that  the  law  is  in  each  case 
declared  possibly  made  for  the  first  time,  after  the  alleged  breach 
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of  it  has  been  committed,  and  made  in  the  heat  of  the  strife 
occasioned  by  the  alleged  offence, — ^that  the  members  of  the  two 
Houses  always  differ  among  themselves  both  as  to  the  law  and  its 
application, — and  that  they  who  promulgate  it  are  at  once  the 
lawgivers,  parties,  prosecutors,  jurora,  judges,  and  executioners, — 
while  in  this  instance  alone  no  power  of  extending  mercy  to  the 
offender  exists  in  the  State. 

5thly,  Because  it  behoves  this  House  in  a  more  peculiar  manner 
to  avoid  placing  itself  in  so  strange  and  anomalous  a  position, 
seeing  that  as  it  is  a  supreme  court  of  justice  in  the  last  resort  in 
all  cases,  criminal  and  civil,  so  it  ought  to  be  most  anxious  ever  to 
set  the  example  of  strictly  just,  regular,  legal  procedure,  should 
most  carefully  shun  all  violations  of  law  and  justice,  and  should 
especially  be  slow  to  interfere  with  pending  actions,  which  may 
in  their  result  come  before  itself  as  a  high  court  of  appeal. 

6thly,  Because  the  cases  in  which  it  is  expedient  and  justifiable, 
from  absolute  necessity,  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  individuals 
and  the  ordinary  course  of  the  law,  are  of  a  description  wholly 
different  from  the  present,  being  actual  obstructions  offered  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  Houses,  and  which  must  be  removed  without 
any  delay,  else  the  arm  of  Parliament  would  be  paralysed,  and 
because  no  objection  could  ever  be  raised  to  such  an  exercise  of 
power,  and  of  rightful  power,  either  by  the  two  Houses  or  by  any 
other  tribunal.  But  constructive  contempts  like  the  present 
are  of  a  wholly  different  description,  and  no  harm  whatever  can 
arise  from  allowing  them  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  course  of  the  law 
as  administered  in  the  regular  courts  of  justice, — ^those  courts  to 
which  the  Sovereign  as  well  as  the  meanest  of  his  subjects  must 
always  resort  for  the  establishment  of  rights  and  punishment 
of  wrongs  ; — those  courts  to  which  the  Houses  of  Parliament  may 
most  safely  resort  as  the  abodes  of  strict  justice, — courts  pure  from 
all  taint  of  corruption,  free  from  all  bias  of  influence,  uncontrolled 
by  the  threats  either  of  regal  authority  or  aristocratic  insolence, 
or  popular  violence,  and  to  which  neither  faction  nor  fear  can  ever 
gain  access. 

7thly,  Because  the  argument,  that  witnesses  must  be  protected 
from  vexatious  and  costly  suits,  is  wholly  inapplicable  to  the  case, 
inasmuch  as  no  one  pretends  to  doubt  that  they  may  be  prosecuted 
at  the  instance  either  of  the  Crown  or  any  individual,  whether  a 
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member  of  the  House  or  not,  and  if  so  prosecuted  never  could  recover 
one  farthing  of  their  costs,  though  ever  so  honourably  acquitted. 

8thly,  Because  no  punishment  which  can  be  inflicted,  either  by  a 
prosecution  or  by  the  House,  upon  a  witness,  for  the  most  wanton 
and  the  falsest  slander  of  an  individual,  can  afford  any  reparation 
whatever  to  the  'pskviy  thus  injured,  as  the  House  has  not  by  law 
the  power,  if  petitioned,  to  give  any  such  compensation. 

9thly,  Because  the  protection  of  witnesses  before  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  never  can  be  regarded  as  more  essential  to  the 
public  weal  than  the  protection  of  witnesses  before  the  courts  of 
civil  and  criminal  judicature  ;  yet  no  one  pretends  to  doubt  that  an 
action  may  be  brought  against  any  person  for  slanderous  words 
falsely  spoken  by  him  in  giving  his  evidence  before  those  courts ; 
and  though  no  damages  could  be  recovered  if  the  words  were 
spoken  in  answer  to  a  question  put  in  the  cause,  yet  it  is  quite 
certain  that  the  action  must  take  its  course,  and  that  nothing  could 
be  done  by  the  court  to  stop  it^  so  that  the  witness  must  be 
exposed  to  exactly  the  same  vexation  and  expense  which  are  alleged 
to  form  the  only  ground  for  interfering  to  stop  the  action  in  the 
present  case. 

lothly.  Because  the  order  to  prevent  a  defendant  from  pleading, 
or  the  commitment  of  the  plaintiff  for  a  constructive  contempt, 
never  can  really  stop  the  action,  which  may  proceed  through  all 
its  stages,  whatever  be  done  to  the  parties,  unless  indeed  the 
greater  and  unheard  of  violence  were  committed  of  arresting  the 
judges  and  their  officers,  and  destroying  the  record,  and  tearing  the 
proceedings  from  the  file. 

iithly.  Because  all  the  arguments  drawn  from  alleged  analogies 
in  a  court  of  equity  are  wholly  wide  of  the  case,  inasmuch  as  the 
granting  an  injunction  to  stay  actions  at  law,  or  to  prevent 
receivers  and  other  officers  or  quasi  officers  of  the  court  being  sued 
for  acts  done  under  its  authority,  are  not  granted  discretionally,  but 
are  matter  of  strict  right,  and  inasmuch  as  such  injunctions  only 
prevent  the  party  against  whom  they  issue  from  obtaining  his 
remedy  in  one  form,  reserving  it  to  him  in  another,  nay,  securing  it 
to  him  in  the  court  which  stays  the  action ;  whereas  the  present 
proceeding  deprives  the  party  of  all  remedy  whatever,  the  House 
having  no  power  or  authority  to  grant  him  redress. 

I2thly,  Because  it  is  a  great  aggravation  of  the  mischief  so 
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justly  complained  of,  that  for  the  last  nine  years  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  has  sold  all  the  papers  printed  by  its  authority,  allowing 
a  discount  to  encourage  the  trade  in  those  publications,  and  that 
though  this  House  has  not  as  yet  engaged  in  this  branch  of 
business,  yet  it  communicates  its  prints  to  the  other^  which  sells 
them  with  its  own. 

I3thly,  Because  the  inexpediency,  injustice^  and  cruelty  of  exer- 
cising the  alleged  privilege  of  the  House  is  strongly  illustrated  by 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  present  case.  A  complaint  is 
made  by  a  peer  that  an  action  has  been  brought  against  a  witness. 
The  defendant  is  publicly  described  as  a  most  respectable  person^ 
who  had  served  well  in  the  Peninsula ;  to  the  plaintiff  is  applied 
the  most  severe  and  even  coarse  expression  ;  while  in  no  court  that 
tried  the  case  could  such  praise  or  censure  of  the  character  borne 
by  the  parties  ever  be  heard  for  an  instant,  much  less  proved 
in  evidence,  and  while  it  is  also  manifest  that  precisely  the  same 
course  must  have  been  pursued  had  the  respectable  man  been  the 
slanderer,  and  the  censured  man  been  the  injured  party.  Under 
the  prejudices  excited  by  such  statements  the  parties  are  examined 
at  the  bar.  The  plaintiff  is  compelled  to  disclose  his  case  to  the 
defendant.  He  describes  himself  as  grievously  injured,  and  as 
severely  suffering  from  the  effects  of  the  attack  made  upon  his 
character  by  the  defendant.  He  further  declares,  that  he  was 
wholly  ignorant  of  the  privileges  of  the  House, — wholly  uncon- 
scious of  having  acted  in  breach  of  them  by  bringing  his  suit, — 
a  thing  the  more  easily  believed  when  we  reflect  that  the  nature  of 
Parliamentary  privilege  was  distinctly  stated  in  debate  to  be  wholly 
unknown  to  the  judges  of  the  land,  and  only  understood  by  the 
House  itself.  Finally  the  attorney^  who  has  been  seized  and 
imprisoned  for  following  his  client's  instructions,  declared  that  he 
acted  under  the  advice  of  coutisel,  and  afterwards  informed  the 
House,  through  a  peer,  that  he  had  received  directions  to  dis- 
continue the  action ;  yet  both  client  and  attorney  are  imprisoned^ — 
the  attorney  after  this  communication  was  made^ — and  nothing 
whatever  is  done  against  the  counsel  who  deliberately  advised  the 
whole  proceeding. 

I4thly,  Because  nothing  can  be  more  unlike  all  the  judicial 
proceedings  to  which  the  present  has  been  compared  than  the 
oourse  now  pursued,  inasmuch  as  whenever  the  law  has  declared 
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that  a  court  shall  not  proceed  in  any  case,  by  reason  of  another 
jurisdiction  being  interfered  with,  a  particular  mode  of  preventing 
this  proceeding  is  provided  by  the  known  law ;  and  in  another  and 
important  particular  the  present  proceeding  is  extremely  unlike 
that  of  injunction,  to  which  it  has  been  likened,  for  an  injunction  is 
commenced  to  stay  proceedings  in  one  court,  in  order  that  justice 
may  be  done  in  another  which  has  possession  of  the  suit;  nor  is 
any  one  punished  unless  he  disobey  the  order  so  given  ;  whereas  we 
issue  no  order,  but  at  once  proceed  to  punish  the  party  before  he  has 
been  guilty  of  any  disobedience,  or  had  any  opportunity  of  doing 
what  we  desire  he  should  do,  and  we  punish  him  on  the  sole  ground 
of  his  having  broken  some  privilege  unknown  to  him,  and  which 
we  admit  is  understood  by  nobody  but  ourselves. 

I5thly,  Because,  finally,  it  is  all  along  assumed  in  the  course  of 
these  discussions,  that  whatever  privilege  we  do  not  in  any  case 
exercise  we  cease  to  possess;  whereas  there  are  many  privil^^es 
most  undeniably  belonging  to  us ;  some  which  in  former  times 
were  constantly  exercised, — some  which  we  still  declare  to  be  ours 
on  the  face  of  our  standing  orders, — ^and  none  of  which  have  now 
for  a  long  time  past  been  exercised  at  all ;  and  in  illustration  of  the 
varying  usage  which  exists  respecting  such  privileges  it  may  further 
be  remembered,  that  a  very  great  change  has  come  over  this  ques- 
tion even  within  the  last  forty  years,  as  no  one  can  afiSsct  to  think 
that  either  the  Houses  of  Parliament  or  the  courts  of  justice  would 
at  this  day  punish  summarily  for  contempt  those  acts  which 
frequently  were  thus  visited  within  that  period  of  time,  including 
the  very  publication  for  which  Sir  Francis  Burdett  was  sent  to  the 
Tower,  and  which  raised  the  last  great  discussion  of  the  privilege 
question  in  Parliament,  in  the  courts  of  law,  and  in  this  place. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vauz. 
William  Forward  Howard,  Earl  of  Wioklow. 

DCCCX. 

July  18,  1845. 

The  Field  Gardens  Bill  was  a  measure  which  originated  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  having  been  introduced  by  Mr.  Cowper.  Its  object  was  to 
supply  the  poor  in  the  neighbourhood  of  towns  with  allotments,  the  rent 
of  such  allotments  being  secured  on  the  rates.  It  passed  a  second  reading 
by  92  to  1 8,  the  majority  being  derived  from  both  parties.    It  was  read  a 
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second  time  in  the  Lords,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  who  reported 
on  the  24th  of  July,  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  proceed  with  it. 
The  following  protest  was  entered  at  the  second  reading. 

1st,  Becanse  by  this  Bill  there  may  be  established  in  every 
parish  in  the  Kingdom  a  Board  endowed  with  corporate  privileges, 
irresponsible,  and  armed  with  powers  which  may  be  used  for 
purposes  of  &vouritism  on  the  one  hand,  or  of  oppression  on  the 
other. 

andlj.  Because  the  objects  of  this  Bill,  purporting  to  be  sub- 
sidiary to  the  provisions  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  under  divers 
Acts  of  Parliament,  are  in  truth  in  direct  contravention  to  those 
principles. 

3rdly,  Because  as  in  each  parish  where  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill  shall  be  adopted  the  field  warden  will  be  wholly  unconnected 
with  those  of  every  other,  and  uncontrolled  by  any  superior  power, 
it  cannot  be  doubted  that  in  process  of  time  there  will  be  introduced 
in  different  parishes  a  diversity  of  practice,  which  will  lead  to 
heartburnings,  discontent,  and  confusion. 

4thly,  Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  if  carried  out  in  the 
fairest  and  most  equitable  manner,  will  necessarily  aggravate  the 
acknowledged  evils  resulting  from  the  present  law  of  settlement. 

5thly,  Because  its  unavoidable  tendency  is  to  promote  early  and 
improvident  marriages,  and  to  give  an  unnatuml  stimulus  to  the 
increase  of  population,  already  superabundant  in  the  agricultural 
districts. 

6thly,  Because  the  necessary  consequence  will  be,  the  lowering  of 
wages  of  the  agricultural  labourer. 

7thly,  Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  lead  to  the  indefinite 
increase  of  holdings  and  division  of  land,  and  thus  to  many  of  the 
evils  which  now  press  so  severely  on  the  people  of  Ireland. 

8thly,  Because  they  are  in  accordance  with  an  opinion,  much  in 
vogue,  but  which  I  think  false  in  itself,  and  injurious  to  the  people, 
founded  on  an  un&ir  estimate  of  their  intelligence  and  spirit,  and 
(if  acted  upon)  tending  to  lower  their  independence,  and  to  degrade 
their  moral  condition,  viz.  that  they  cannot  manage  their  own 
ooncems,  but  must  be  cared  for,  controlled,  and  directed  by  others, 
their  superiors  perhaps  in  fortune,  but  I  believe  by  no  means 
superior  to  them  in  virtue,  natural  intelligence,  or  public  spirit. 

9thly,  Because  if  I  am  mistaken  in  this  character  of  the  people 
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and  their  comparative  worth,  the  evil  ought  to  he  cured  by  good 
example  and  education,  and  will  only  be  aggravated  by  such  mea- 
sures as  those  contemplated  by  the  present  Bill. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 


DCCCXI. 

August  1,  1845. 

Among  the  Bills  regularly  passed  as  Continuance  Bills  was  one  ex- 
empting Exchequer  Bills  from  the  operation  of  the  Usury  Laws.  In 
the  present  case,  the  exemption  was  extended  to  the  ist  of  January,  185 1. 
Lord  Monteagle  moved  that  these  words  should  be  omitted,  and  that 
these  should  be  inserted  in  their  place,  '  that  the  said  recited  Act  shall 
be  made  perpetual.*    The  amendment  was  rejected  by  37  to  9. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  the  continuance  of  laws  restraining  the  interest  of 
money  has  not  only  been  condemned  by  the  authority  of  the 
most  eminent  writers,  but  by  the  experience  of  commercial  men. 

2(ndly,  Because  the  various  relaxations  of  the  Usury  Laws  which 
have  been  sanctioned  by  Parliament  in  1833,  1837, 1839, 1841,  and 
1843,  adopting  in  the  most  important  transactions  the  principle  of 
a  freedom  of  trade  in  lending  and  borrowing  money,  and  gpradually 
extending  that  important  principle,  demonstrate  the  opinion  of  the 
Legislature  on  the  subject. 

3rdly,  Because  the  declaration  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  committee  both  of  this  and  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  applicable  as  it  is  to  a  period  of  time 
comprehending  alterations  of  commercial  prosperity  and  of  com- 
mercial pressure  and  to  a  state  of  extreme  and  of  favourable 
exchange,  establish  the  same  general  principle,  and  prove  that 
the  repeated  relaxation  of  the  Usury  Laws  already  adverted  to 
have  been  productive  of  the  most  beneficial  consequences  to 
individuals  and  to  the  public. 

4thly,  Because  this  combination  of  general  scientific  authority 
of  evidence  of  practical  men  and  of  experience  renders  a  fiirther 
continuance  of  temporary  and  fluctuating  legislation  inexpedient 
on  a  subject  on  which,  for  the  interest  of  commerce,  it  is  necessary 
that  law  should  be  fixed  and  permanent. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 


A.D.  1846.  PROTESTS.  811 

DCCCXII. 

April  27,  1846. 

On  this  day  Lord  Dalliousie  brought  forward,  on  the  part  of  the 
Ooyemment,  a  series  of  resolutions  on  Bailway  Legislation,  the  whole 
of  which  were  agreed  to  without  a  division.  See  Hansard,  Third  Series, 
vol.  Ixxxv,  p.  1050. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

ist,  Because  I  think  it  is  unseemly,  impolitic,  and  of  bad 
example  that  this  House  should,  to  meet  the  supposed  emergency 
of  a  particular  case,  alter  by  ex  post  facto  resolutions  its  own 
established  regulations,  and  thus  enable  certain  parties  to  violate 
^igagements  which  others  had  entered  into  with  them  on  the 
faith  of  those  regulations. 

2ndly,  Because  such  a  proceeding  impairs  (if  it  does  not  totally 
destroy)  the  confidence  which  should  be  reposed  in  the  regulations 
of  this  House. 

jrdly,  Because  the  real  purport  and  ultimate  effect  of  these 
resolutions  are  not  to  bring  about  any  public  or  national  object 
connected  with  the  construction  of  the  proposed  railways,  but 
gratuitously  to  relieve  parties  (whether  companies  or  private  indi- 
viduals) from  engagements  which  they  have  wantonly  and  heedlessly 
contracted. 

4thly,  Because,  if  it  were  expedient  to  put  an  end  to  these 
engagements,  the  responsibility  and  onus  of  taking  the  necessary 
steps  for  that  purpose  should  be  left  to  the  parties  themselves,  and 
not  be  undertaken  by  the  House. 

5thly,  Because  the  House  thus  goes  out  of  its  way  to  interpose 
in,  and  intermeddle  with,  the  affairs  of  private  parties. 

6thly,  Because  in  truth  the  parties  intended  thus  to  be  relieved 
have,  in  many  cases,  incurred  their  responsibilities  without  any 
view  to  the  public  good,  but  merely  in  the  spirit  of  recklesa 
gambling  for  their  own  private  gain,  and  have  therefore  no  claim 
to  80  unusual  an  interposition  on  their  behalf. 

7thly^  Because  the  House  thus  holds  out  an  expectation,  that, 
on  future  similar  occasions,  it  may  be  induced  to  afford  similar 
relief,  and  thus,  if  it  does  not  directly  encourage  such  a  spirit, 
it  does  not  so  discourage  it^  or  throw  such  a  stigma  on  it,  as 
according  to  every  principle  of  sound  policy  and  good  morals  it 
is  bound  to  do. 
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Sthly,  Because  this  unprecedented  and  mischievous  proceeding 
appears  to  me  the  more  uncalled  for,  even  in  the  view  of  its 
supporters^  as  there  is  now  before  the  House  a  Bill  which  will 
enable  the  persons  to  whom  these  resolutions  apply  to  effect  the 
same  object  directly  for  themselves,  and  there  is  no  reason  to 
anticipate  that  it  will  not  pass  into  a  law. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 

DCCCXIIL 

May  28,  1846. 

The  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Com  Importation  Bill,  t.  e, 
the  abandonment  of  protection  to  agriculture,  was  begun  on  the  25th  of 
May,  and  was  continued  for  three  nights,  the  Duke  of  Richmond  leading 
the  opposition.  The  second  reading  was  carried  by  211  to  164.  See 
Hans^,  Third  Series,  vol.  Ixxxvi,  pp.  108 4- 1405. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted  at  this  stage. 

1st,  Because  it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  every  Government  to 
secure  full  and  effectual  protection  to  native  industry  in  all  its 
various  branches,  and  especially  in  agriculture^  on  account  of  the 
exclusive  burdens  to  which  it  is  subject,  and  of  the  paramount 
importance  of  providing  an  ample  supply  of  food  without  being 
dependent  upon  foreign  nations. 

andly.  Because,  under  a  protective  system  the  production  of 
food  in  the  United  Kingdom  has  been  very  much  increased  by 
the  extension  and  improvement  of  agriculture,  but  would  by  the 
proposed  measure  be  so  much  discouraged  that  a  famine  might 
be  apprehended  in  the  event  of  unfavourable  seasons,  when  other 
countries  might  be  unable  or  unwilling  to  furnish  the  requisite 
supplies. 

3rdly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  entirely  prevent  the 
cultivation  of  the  waste  lands,  which  would  yield  a  gpreat  additional 
supply  of  food,  and  give  permanent  and  beneficial  employment  to 
an  immense  number  of  labourers,  and  which  is  therefore  an  object 
of  the  utmost  national  importance. 

4thly,  Because  an  unrestricted  competition  with  foreigners  in 
the  home  market  would  require  such  a  reduction  of  taxittion  as 
might  render  it  impracticable  to  satisfy  the  claims  of  the  public 
creditors,  or  to  maintain  those  naval  and  military  establishments 
which  are  necessary  for  the  national  defence. 
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5thljr,  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  be  unjustifiable, 
even  though  it  were  to  be  attended  with  reciprocity  on  the  part 
of  foreign  governments^  which,  however,  there  is  no  reason  to 
expect,  as  all  of  them  continue  to  act  upon  that  protective  system 
which  is  founded  in  patriotism  and  wisdom,  and  which  has  been 
proved  by  the  example  of  this  country  to  be  eminently  beneficial, 
and  to  have  given  to  it  great  prosperity  and  power. 

6thly,  Because  the  natural  result  of  the  proposed  measure  would 
be  to  reduce  so  much  the  prices  of  com  as  to  render  impossible 
the  execution  of  many  contracts  which  were  formed  upon  the 
faith  of  legislative  enactments,  but  which  from  a  total  change 
of  circumstances  would  become  quite  inapplicable,  and  would  require 
an  equitable  adjustment. 

7thly^  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  be  extremely  injurious 
to  many  of  the  industrious  classes,  by  diminishing  the  wages  or 
the  means  of  employment  of  the  agricultural  labourers,  and  the 
expenditure  of  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land,  and,  consequently, 
the  demand  in  the  home  market,  which  is  by  far  the  most  valuable 
and  important,  as  well  as  the  most  secure. 

Sthly,  Because  a  long-continued  importation  of  foreign  corn 
might  lead  to  a  considerable  exportation  of  specie,  and  therefore 
to  a  contraction  of  the  currency^  to  a  scarcity  of  money,  and  to 
such  a  stagnation  of  trade  as  would  be  attended  with  great  and 
general  distress. 

9thly,  Because  the  injuries  which  the  proposed  measure  would 
inflict  upon  Ireland  would  very  much  increase  the  discontent 
and  agitation  which  prevail  in  that  country,  and  might,  in  con- 
currence with  other  causes^  produce  the  most  calamitous  results^ 
even  the  repeal  of  the  Union. 

lothly.  Because  the  proposed  measure  is  altogether  indefensible^ 
is  ruinous  in  its  nature,  and  may  prove  to  be  revolutionary  in 
its  operation. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

DCCCXIV. 

June  4,  1846. 

The  Customs  Duties  Bill  (9  and  10  Yietoria,  cap.  23)  was  a  second 
Instalment  of  the  Free  Trade  System  adopted  by  Sir  Robert  Peel.     It 
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abolished  many  duties  on  provisions,  revised  the  tariff,  and  simplified  the 
system  of  collecting  the  revenue.  The  Duke  of  Bichmond  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  read  that  day  six  months,  but  withdrew  his  motion.  The 
following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  all  those  who  are  engaged  in  any  branch  of  native 
industry  are  justly  entitled  to  full  and  effectual  protection  in  the 
home  market  against  the  competition  of  foreigners,  who,  from 
working  at  lower  wages,  and  from  being  much  less  burthened 
with  taxation^  might  be  able  to  undersell  them,  and  thus  to  deprive 
them  of  their  due  remuneration. 

2ndly,  Because  this  country  has  very  long  flourished  under  a 
system  of  protection,  which  enabled  it  to  establish  several  branches 
of  industry  that  would  not  otherwise  have  existed,  and  to  give 
profitable  employment  to  an  increasing  population. 

3rdly,  Because  it  cannot  reasonably  be  expected  that  the  proposed 
reductions  of  duties  would  be  followed  by  reciprocity  on  the  part  of 
any  foreign  State;  but  even  if  such  were  to  be  the  case,  and  that 
some  branches  of  native  industry  were  encouraged,  while  others 
were  depressed,  the  measure  could  not  be  justified,  as  no  Govern- 
ment has  a  right  to  impoverish  one  portion  of  the  community  for 
the  profit  of  another. 

4thly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  be  most  injurions 
to  many  of  the  industrious  classes,  by  reducing  their  wages,  or  by 
depriving  them  of  employment,  and  would  thus  produce  great 
distress  and  discontent,  which  would  be  detrimental  and  dangerous 
to  all  the  other  classes  of  the  community. 

5thly,  Because  all  the  industrious  classes  ought  to  be  fully 
represented  in  the  House  of  Commons,  which  is  not  at  present 
the  case,  and  could  not  be  deprived  of  protection  without  the 
most  flagrant  injustice,  without  destroying  their  respect  for  the 
existing  institutions  of  the  country,  and  without  endangering  the 
security  of  property  of  every  description. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

DCCCXV,  DCCCXVI. 

June  25,  1846. 

The  Lords  debated  the  motion  of  going  into  Committee  on  the  Com 
Importation  Bill,  on  the  nth,  12th,  and  15th  of  June,  when  the  motion 
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was  carried  by  33  Yotes.  It  was  debated  in  Committee  on  the  i6tb, 
19th,  and  22nd  of  June,  and  was  read  a  third  time  on  the  25th  of  June 
without  a  division.  On  the  same  evenmg  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  defeated 
on  an  Irish  Coercion  Bill  by  292  to  219.  He  resigned  on  the  29th 
of  June. 

The  following  protests  were  entered. 

Because  the  Bill  for  repealing  the  Corn  Laws  is  not  accom- 
panied, as  in  justice  it  ought  to  have  been,  by  the  following 
xneasores;  viz. 

1.  The  entire  and  immediate  repeal  of  all  the  taxes  which  fall 

directly  upon  land^  the  land  tax,  the  malt  tax,  and  the 
hop  duty. 

2.  The  equalisation  of  all  the  rates  of  which  the  occupiers' 

of  land  bear^  at  present,  an  unfair  and  undue  proportion, 
the  poor  rates^  the  highway  rates,  and  the  county  rates. 

3.  An  alteration  of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act,  which  can  no 

longer  be  just  or  applicable. 

4.  A  legislative  enactment  authorising  all  persons  who  hold 

leases  of  land  for  unexpired  terms  of  years  to  surrender 
them,  on  giving  six  months'  notice  before  any  of  the 
usual  days  of  payment.  * 

5.  A  l^islative  enactment  directing  the  payment  stipulated 

in  every  contract  to  be  reduced  according  to  the  pro- 
portion which  the  average  price  of  wheat  at  the  time 
of  making  such  payment  bears  to  its  average  price  at 
the  time  that  such  contract  was  formed,  so  that  such 
payment  may  be  of  the  same  value  as  was  originally 
intended  and  agreed  to  by  the  parties. 

6.  A  legislative    enactment    authorising    the    cultivation  of 

tobacco,  and  the  preparation  of  sugar  from  beet  root  or 
other  vegetables,  and  exempting  the  said  tobacco  and 
8agar  from  the  payment  of  any  duty. 

7.  The  entire  and  immediate  repeal  of  those  duties  which  are 

imposed  upon  articles  of  general  consumption,  of  the 
Excise  duty  on  soap,  and  of  the  Customs  duties  on  sugar 
and  coffee  the  produce  of  British  Colonies^  and  on  those 
sorts  of  tea  and  tobacco  which  are  used  by  the  labouring 
classes. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

Paoljn  Reginald  Serlo  Rawdon  Hastings,  Marquis  of  Hastings. 
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James  Howard  Harris,  Earl  of  Mahneebury. 

Charles  Lennox,  Bake  of  Biohmondy  for  the  first  six  reasons. 

Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshiirst    (Viscount 

Strangford),  for  the  third  reason. 
Henry  Somerset,  Duke  of  Beaufort,  for  the  first  three  reasonai 
WiUiam  David  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield,  for  the  first  three 
1  reasons. 

Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk,  for  the  second  reason. 
Fletcher  Norton,  Lord  Grantley,  for  the  second  reason. 
George  Alan  Brodrick,  Lord  Brodriok  (Viscount   Midleton), 

for  the  first  three  reasons. 
Edward  Churchill,  Lord  Crofton,  for  the  first  two  and  sixth. 
Arthur  French,  Lord  De  Freyne,  for  the  first  two  and  sixth. 
"William  Thomas  Le  Poer  Trench,  Earl  of  Clanoarty,  for  the 

first  two  and  sixth. 
Charles  Augustus  Bennet,  Earl  of  Tankerville. 

ist,  Becanse  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  will  greatly  increase 
the  dependence  of  this  country  upon  foreign  countries  for  its 
supply  of  food,  and  will  thereby  expose  it  to  dangers  against 
which  former  statesmen  have  thought  it  essential  to  take  legis- 
lative precautions. 

2ndly^  Because  there  is  no  security  nor  probability  that  other 
nations  will  take  similar  steps,  and  this  country  will  therefore  not 
only  be  exposed  to  the  risks  of  &ilure  of  supply  consequent  on  a 
state  of  war,  but  will  also  be  exclusively  subject  to  an  unlimited 
influx  of  com  in  times  of  abundance^  and  to  sudden  checks  when- 
ever short  crops  shall  reduce  the  ordinary  supply  from  the  exporting 
countries,  or  their  governments  shall  deem  it  necessary  to  take 
precautionary  measures  for  their  own  protection,  thus  causing 
rapid  and  disastrous  fluctuations  of  price  in  the  markets  of  this 
country. 

3rdly,  Because  under  a  system  of  protection  the  agriculture  of 
this  country  has  more  than  kept  pace  with  the  increasing  demand 
of  its  increasing  population,  and  because  it  is  to  be  apprehended 
that  the  removal  of  protection  may  throw  some  lands  out  of 
cultivation,  and  check  on  others  the  progress  of  improvement 
which  has  led  to  this  satisfactory  result. 

4thly,  Because  it  is  unjust  to  withdraw  protection  from  the 
landed  interest  of  this  country  while  that  interest  remains  subject 
to  exclusive  burthens  imposed  for  purposes  of  general  and  not  of 
special  advantage. 
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5thl7,  Because  the  loss  to  be  sustained  by  the  repeal  of  the  Com 
Laws  will  fall  most  heavily  on  the  least  wealthy  portion  of  the 
landed  proprietors^  will  press  immediately  and  severely  on  the 
tenant  farmers,  and  through  them  with  ruinous  consequences  on 
the  agricultural  labourers. 

6thly,  Because  indirectly^  but  not  less  certainly,  injurious  conse- 
quences will  result  to  the  manufacturing  interest,  and  especially 
to  the  artisans  and  mechanics,  from  competition  with  the  agricul- 
tural labourers  thrown  out  of  employment,  but  principally  from 
the  loss  of  the  home  market,  caused  by  the  inability  of  the  pro- 
ducers of  grain^  and  those  dependent  on  them,  to  consume  manu- 
factured goods  to  the  same  extent  as  heretofore. 

7thly,  Because  the  same  cause  will  produce  similar  evil  results 
to  the  tradesmen,  retail  dealers,  and  others  in  country  towns,  not 
themselves  engaged  in  agricultural  pursuits^  but  mainly  dependent 
for  their  subsistence  on  their  dealings  with  those  who  are  so 
engaged. 

8thly,  Because  the  effect  of  a  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  will 
be  especially  injurious  to  Ireland  by  lowering  the  value  of  her 
principal  exports,  and  by  still  farther  reducing  the  demand  for 
labour^  the  want  of  which  is  among  the  principal  evils  of  her 
social  condition. 

9thly,  Because  a  free  trade  in  com  will  cause  a  large  and 
unnecessary  diminution  of  annual  income,  thus  impairing  the 
revenue  of  the  country  at  the  same  time  that  it  cripples  the 
resources  of  those  classes  on  whom  the  weight  of  local  taxation 
now  mainly  falls. 

lothly,  Because  a  general  reduction  of  prices,  consequent  on  a 
reduction  of  the  price  of  com,  will  tend  unduly  to  raise  the 
monied  interest  at  the  expense  of  all  others,  and  to  aggravate  the 
pressure  of  the  national  burthens. 

iithly^  Because  the  removal  of  differential  duties  in  favour  of 
Canadian  com  is  at  variance  with  the  legislative  encouragement 
held  out  to  that  colony  by  Parliament,  on  the  faith  of  which  the 
colonists  have  laid  out  large  sums  upon  the  improvement  of  their 
internal  navigation;  and  because  the  removal  of  protection  will 
divert  the  traffic  of  the  interior  from  the  Saint  Lawrence  and 
the  British  ports  of  Montreal  and  Quebec  to  the  foreign  port  of 
New  York,  thus  throwing  out  of  employment  a  large  amount  of 
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British  shipping,  severing  the  commercial  interests  of  Canada  from 
those  of  the  parent  country,  and  connecting  those  interests  most 
intimately  with  the  United  States  of  America. 

I2th1y,  Because  the  adoption  of  a  similar  system  with  r^ard  to 
other  articles  of  commerce  will  tend  to  sever  the  strongest  bond  of 
union  between  this  country  and  her  colonies,  will  deprive  the 
British  merchant  of  that  which  is  now  his  most  certain  market, 
and  sap  the  foundation  of  that  colonial  system  to  which,  com- 
mercially and  politically,  this  country  owes  much  of  its  present 
greatness. 

Edward  Geo&ey  Smith  Stanley,  Lord  Stanley. 

Charles  Lennox,  Duke  of  Biohmond. 

Brownlow  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Exeter. 

Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Charles  Philip  Yorke,  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

George  Speucer  ChurchiU,  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

Henry  Eichard  Greville,  Earl  Brooke  and  Warwick. 

John  William  Montagu,  Earl  of  Sandwich. 

James  Howard  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

Thomas  Egerton,  Earl  of  Wilton. 

George  Charles  Bingham,  Earl  of  Lucan. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 

John  Henry  Manners,  Duke  of  Hutland. 

George  Murray,  Bishop  of  Bochester. 

Richard  Boyle,  Lord  Carleton  (Earl  of  Shannon). 

William  Duncombe,  Earl  of  Feversham. 

Edward  Jervis  Jervis,  Viscount  St.  Vincent. 

William  Orde  Poulett,  Lord  Bolton. 

Paulyn  Reginald  Serlo  Eawdon  Hastings,  Marquis  of  HastingB. 

Edward  Harley,  Earl  of  Oxford  and  Mortinier. 

Hayes  St.  Leger,  Viscount  Doneraile. 

William  George  Fitzclarence,  Earl  of  Munater. 

Charles  Fitzroy,  Lord  Southampton. 

Henry  Somerset,  Duke  of  Beaufort. 

Bichard  Noel  Hill,  Lord  Berwick. 

Alexander  George  Eraser,  Lord  Saltoun. 

John  Scott^  Earl  of  Eldon. 

Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Penshurst     (Yiscount 

Strangford). 
Alexander  Baring,  Lord  Ashburton. 
Henry  Hall  Gage,  Lord  Gage  (Viscount  Gage). 
Edward  Bootle  Wilbraham,  Lord  Skelmersdale. 
George  Cadogan,  Earl  Cadogan. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Kenyon. 
John  Bushout,  Lord  Northwiok. 
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G^rge  Irby,  Lord  Boston. 

Henry  Philpottp,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

Thomas  Robert  Drummond  Hay,  Lord  Hay  (Earl  of  Kinnoull). 

Richard  Flantagenet  Temple  Nugent  Brydges  Chandos  QrenviUe, 

Dnke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos. 
James  Brownlow  William  (>ascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 
GWrge  John  West,  Earl  Delawarr. 
Thomas  John  Hamilton  Fitzmaurice,  Earl  of  Orkney. 
Charles  John  Manners  Sutton,  Viscount  Canterbury. 
Fletcher  Norton,  Lord  Grantley. 
Henry  Vane,  Duke  of  Cleveland. 
Christopher  Bethel,  Bishop  of  Bangor. 
John  Henry  Loftus,  Lord  Loftus  (Marquis  of  Ely). 
John  Henry  Monk,  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  Bristol 
Charles  Herbert  Pierrepont,  Earl  Manvers. 
William  Carr  Beresford,  Viscount  Beresford. 
Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 
John  Somers  Cocks,  Earl  Somers. 
Henry  Spencer  Chichester,  Lord  Templemore. 
Charles  Augustus  Bennet,  Earl  of  Tankerville. 
Charles  William  Bury,  Earl  of  Charleville. 
William  David  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 
William  Legge,  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 
Robert  Campbell  Scarlett,  Lord  Abinger.  , 
Horatio  Nelson,  Earl  Nelson. 
Miles  Thomas  Stapleton,  Lord  Beaumont. 
John  Edward  Comwallis  Rous,  Earl  of  Stradbroke. 
Horatio  Walpole,  Earl  of  Orford. 
Henry  Francis  Hepbume  Scott,  Lord  Folwarth. 
Qeorge  James  Percival,  Lord  Level  and  Holland  (Earl  of 

Egmont). 
Warwick  Lake,  Viscount  Lake. 
Qeorge  Augustus  Frederic  George   Holroyd,    Lord    Sheffield 

(Earl  of  Sheffield). 
Peter  Robert  Willoughby,  Lord  Willoughby  de  iSresby. 
David  Ogilvy,  Earl  of  Airlie. 

George  Augustus  Frederic  Bridgman,  Earl  of  Bradford. 
George  Percy,  Earl  of  Beverley. 
George  Charles  Mostyn,  Lord  Vauz  of  Harrowden. 
Charles  Abbot,  Lord  Colohester. 
Henry  John  George  Herbert,  Earl  of  Carnarvon. 
George  William  Richard  Fermor,  Earl  of  Fomfiret. 
George  Alan  Brodrick,  Lord  Brodrick  (Viscount  Midleton). 
John  Dutton,  Lord  Sherborne. 
Edward  Churchill,  Lord  Crofton. 
James  Graham,  Earl  Gkraham  (Duke  of  Montrose). 
Arthur  French,  Lord  De  Freyne. 
Edward  Digby,  Earl  Digby. 
John  Frederic  Campbell,  Earl  of  Cawdor. 
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Stapleton  Cotton,  Viscount  Combermere. 

William  Thomas  Le  Poer  Trench,  Earl  of  Clanoarty. 

Robert  Edward  King,  Viscount  Lorton. 

John  Colville,  Lord  Colville  of  Ciilross. 

George  John  Milles,  Lord  Sondes. 

George  Stanhope,  Earl  of  Chesterfleld. 

Archibald   William    Montgomerie,    Lord   Ardrossan   (Earl  of 

Eglinton). 
Thomas  Knox,  Earl  of  Banftirly. 

DCCCXVII,  DCCCXVIII. 

August  10,  1846. 

The  abolition  of  the  Com  Laws,  and  the  modification  of  the  tari£^  were 
followed,  after  the  accession  of  Lord  John  Russell  to  office,  by  the  abolition 
of  the  differential  sugar  duties.  The  first  reading  of  a  Bill  to  this  effect 
was  followed  by  the  subjoined  protests. 

ist,  Because  the  importation  into  the  United  Kingdom  of  sugar 
which  is  produced  by  the  labour  of  slaves  tends  to  promote 
the  slave  trade,  with  all  its  atrocities,  and  is  quite  inconsistent 
with  the  principle  upon  which  this  country  has  so  long  acted^ 
and  for  which  it  has  made^  and  still  continues  to  make^  enormous 
sacrifices. 

2ndly^  Because  there  is  no  reason  to  apprehend  a  deficiency  in 
the  supply  of  sugar  from  other  sources,  as  the  quantity  which  is 
produced  in  the  East  Indies  and  in  other  British  possessions  is  rapidly 
increasing,  which  would  also  be  the  case  with  the  British  colonies 
in  the  West  Indies  if  they  received  due  protection  and  encourage- 
ment. 

3rdly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  be  most  unjust  to 
those  colonies,  and  would  be  ruinous  to  their  interests,  which  have 
already  been  grievously  injured,  by  reducing  the  price  of  their 
produce  without  a  corresponding  reduction  of  the  taxation  to  which 
it  is  subject^  and  by  the  want  of  sufficient  labourers  for  their 
cultivation. 

4thl7,  Because  the  consequences  of  the  proposed  measure  might 
be  very  calamitous^  and  might  occasion  such  distress  and  discontent 
as  would  ultimately  lead  to  the  separation  of  those  very  important 
colonies,  which,  when  deprived  of  the  protection  that  is  justly  due 
to  them^  might  also  lose  their  allegiance. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 
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Qeorge  James  Percival,  Lord   Lovel   and  Holland  (Earl  of 

Egmont). 
Henry  Hall  Gkige,  Lord  Gk^e  (Viscount  Qage). 

For  the  first  reason. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 
For  the  first  reason. 

Samuel  Wilberforce,  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

Because,  beside  all  the  other  reasons  of  justice,  humanity,  and 
sound  policy  which  prohibit  a  measure  so  directly,  so  inevitably, 
tending  to  the  encouragement  of  the  slave  trade,  it  is  wholly 
intolerable^  as  it  is  altogether  unprecedented,  to  hurry  through 
Parliament,  at  the  very  close  of  the  Session,  and  after  almost 
all  its  members  have  left  town,  such  important  measures,  without 
the  i)ossibility  of  full  discussion,  and  without  giving  the  mother 
country  or  the  colonies  any  notice  of  them  ;  measures  which  at  one 
blow  alter  the  whole  commercial  system  of  the  country,  and  afiect 
in  the  most  serious  manner  and  to  the  greatest  extent  the  manufac- 
turing and  trading  community  of  the  Empire. 

Alexander  Baring,  Lord  Ashburton. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

Samuel  Wilberforce,  Bishop  of  Oxford. 


DCCCXIX. 

August  14,  1846. 

An  Act  to  r^^olate  Joint  Stock  Banks  in  England  and  Ireland  (9  and 
10  Victoria,  cap.  75)  was  met  by  the  following  protest  on  the  third  reading. 

ist,  Because  the  Bill  is  inconsistent  with  those  free  and  liberal 
principles  of  trade  by  which  her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  under- 
stood to  be  governed ;  inasmuch  as,  under  the  pretence  of  removing 
a  monopoly  disadvantageous  to  the  public,  it  covers  the  monopoly 
with  a  protection  that  fixes  it  more  firmly  than  ever.  While  it 
professes  to  open  the  door  to  an  equal  dispensation  of  chartered 
privileges  to  all  Scottish  banks  that  may  petition  for  them,  it  bars 
it  at  the  same  time  against  any  bank  but  such  as  may  choose  to 
submit  to  vexatious  conditions  calculated  to  create  in  the  public 
mind  invidious  distinctions  between  them  and  the  old  chartered 
banks,  who  by  this  Bill  are  to  be  exempt  from  such  conditions. 

VOL.  m.  Y 
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andly,  Because  the  legislative  interference  with  the  management 
of  joint  stock  companies  which  this  Bill  provides  is  erroneous  in 
principle  ;  but  even  if  it  were  sound  the  inconsistency  of  its  appli- 
cation is  conspicuous,  as  it  imposes  rigid  rules  and  restrictions  on 
one  class  of  banks,  whose  constitution  and  unlimited  responsibility 
oflfer  to  the  public  the  most  perfect  security,  while  it  exempts  from 
all  such  interference  another  class  of  banks  less  securely  constifuted, 
and  in  which  the  probabilities  of  mismanagement  are  as  great  if 
not  greater. 

3rdly^  Because  the  confining  of  certain  priyileges  to  one  class 
of  banks  in  Edinburgh^  while  the  banks  in  other  large  towns  are 
by  this  Bill  to  be  debarred  from  the  attainment  of  such  privileges 
on  equal  terms  with  their  competitors,  is  disadvantageous  to  the 
public;  for  the  exclusive  privilege  of  receiving  deposits  of  public 
money,  trust  funds,  railway  deposits,  &c.^  greatly  increases  ihe 
trading  power  of  the  chartered  establishments,  and  the  large  sums 
which  are  thus  directed  to  these  banks,  in  place  of  being  permitted 
to  flow  in  their  natural  channels,  enables  them  to  change  the  rate  of 
discount  when  the  existing  state  of  commercial  affairs  does  not 
warrant  such  a  step,  and  the  relations  depending  between  other 
banks  and  the  public  are  thus  liable  to  be  disturbed,  and  speculation 
encouraged. 

4thly,  Because  this  Bill  takes  away  all  discretionary  power  of 
granting  charters  of  incorporation  to  banks  founded  on  such 
equitable  principles  as  circumstances  may  at  the  time  suggest, 
and  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Commercial  and  of  the  National 
Banks  of  Scotland ;  and  because  it  limits  the  power  of  her  Majesty 
to  the  granting  of  charters  according  to  the  specific  provisions  of 
this  Bill  only,  that  is,  upon  terms  and  conditions  which  no  bank  in 
Scotland  is  likely  to  accept,  consequently  this  Bill,  if  passed  into  a 
law,  will  become  an  Act  for  no  apparent  object  of  public  advantage, 
but  in  reality  an  Act  for  preserving  to  the  five  chartered  banks  of 
Edinburgh  their  existing  monopoly. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 
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DCCCXX. 

August  26,  1846. 

The  Act  9  and  10  Victoria,  cap.  97,  altered  the  process  by  which 
the  costs  of  the  Irish  constabulary  force  was  assessed,  and  relieved  in 
some  measure  the  property  before  liable  to  it.  The  Act  contains  seven 
clauses.     It  led  to  the  following  protest. 

1st,  Because  a  transfer  to  the  State  of  that  portion  of  constabulary 
charge  now  borne  by  the  real  property  of  Ireland  is  a  relief  rather 
to  the  owners  of  land  than  to  those  classes  who,  under  existing 
circumstances,  are  the  most  entitled  to  the  sympathy  and  the 
assistance  of  Parliament. 

2ndly,  Because  the  relief  thus  proposed  to  be  given  to  land 
owners,  amounting,  as  it  does,  to  somewhat  less  than  j^i  on  every 
100  acres  of  the  superficial  contents  of  Ireland,  will  be  unproductive 
of  any  material  benefit  to  them,  whilst  it  entails  on  the  State  a  loss 
of  upwards  of  jfe^i  80,000  annually. 

3rdly,  Because  the  repeal  of  this  local  tax  is  in  its  operation 
contrary  to  all  justice  and  sound  principle,  acting  as  a  measure  of 
relief  in  proportion  to  the  turbulence  of  the  several  counties,  con- 
ferring the  greatest  benefit  where  disturbance  and  crime  have  most 
prevailed,  and  the  least  benefit  where  peace  and  order  have  been 
maintained,  and  where  the  laws  have  been  respected  and  obeyed. 

4thly,  Because  the  amount  of  national  income  thus  wasted,  if 
wisely  appropriated  in  aid  of  the  industry  of  the  people,  and  for  the 
development  of  the  national  resources,  would  have  raised  the  wages 
of  labour,  improved  the  condition  of  the  labourer,  advanced  the 
general  interests  of  Ireland,  and  have  ultimately  flowed  back  to 
the  Exchequer  in  the  shape  of  increased  revenue. 

5thly,  Because  at  a  period  of  great  emergency  like  the  present, 
when  the  majority  of  the  Irish  people  are  deprived  of  their  usual 
means  of  subsistence,  the  sacrifice  for  the  benefit  of  the  richer 
classes  of  an  annual  sum  representing  a  capital  of  .^^5,000,000, 
whilst  ^€^50,000  only  are  appropriated  for  grants  in  aid  of  national 
industry,  is  wholly  unjustifiable,  and  therefore  is  but  ill-calculated 
to  recommend  the  Imperial  Legislature  to  confidence  and  respect. 

6thly,  Because  the  withdrawal  of  the  constabulary  from  all  local 
authority  makes  an  unconstitutional  change  in  the  character  of  that 
force,  rendering  it  less  a  body  of  civil  constables  than  an  organized 

y  2 
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militia,  irresponsible  to   the    magistrates,   without   being  made 
amenable  to  military  law. 

7thly,  Because  the  repeal  of  this  local  charge  must,  in  justice  to 
Great  Britain,  lead  to  a  much  wider  application  of  the  same  prin- 
ciple in  respect  to  all  other  analogous  burthens ;  a  public  provision 
for  new  and  undefined  expenditure  being  thus  rendered  necessary, 
at  a  period  too  when  there  is  but  too  much  reason  to  apprehend  the 
perpetuation,  in  time  of  peace,  of  the  existing  tax  upon  property. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

DCCCXXI. 

Pbbruaey  15,  1847. 

In  order  to  meet  the  distress  in  Ireland,  caused  inmiediately  by  the 
potato  disease,  Lord  John  Bussell's  Government  introduced  a  series  of 
measures.  One  of  these,  the  Destitute  Persons  Bill,  the  second  rea^ng 
of  which  was  moved  by  Lord  Lansdowne,  created  a  body  of  Commissioners 
who  should  up  to  the  ist  of  October  make  advances  to  the  destitute  by 
loan,  and  on  the  security  of  the  rates ;  provision  being  also  made  that 
the  destitution  should  be  met  by  compulsory  action  in  case  the  guardians 
neglected  the  duty.  The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  without  a  diviaion. 
The  debate  in  the  Lords  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol  Ixxxix,  p.  1324. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  this  Bill  is  based  on  the  principle  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  a  Government  to  provide  food  for  the  people,  and  I  consider 
this  principle  false  in  theory,  and  as  leading  to  injustice  and 
disastrous  consequences  if  attempted  in  practice.  It  is  false  in 
theory,  as  being,  in  the  natural  state  of  things,  utterly  imprac- 
ticable, the  Government  having  no  store  of  food  wherewith  to 
supply  the  people,  or  funds  for  providing  the  same.  In  practice 
it  leads  to  injustice  and  disastrous  consequences,  because  such 
funds  can  be  obtained  only  by  taxation;  and  if  the  taxes  are 
levied  (as  they  ought  and  profess  to  be)  equally  on  all,  the  whole 
will  be  taxed  to  supply  the  wants  of  a  part,  the  consequence  of 
which  must  be,  that  some  persons  on  the  verge  of  destitution 
will  be  thus  reduced  to  the  same  state  as  those  whom  they  are 
taxed  to  relieve,  and  that  those  who  by  prudence  and  industry 
have  raised  themselves  out  of  the  reach  of  want  will  be  taxed 
for  the  relief  of  the  improvident  and  idle. 

2ndly,  Because  it  is  dangerous  for  a  Government  to  take  any 
step  which  is  calculated  to  instil  into  the  minds  of  the  people 
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the  belief  that  they  need  not  rely  on  their  o\vn  exertions  for 
their  well-being,  and  a  hope  that  if  they  omit  to  take  proper 
care  of  themselves  it  will  relieve  their  necessities  and  gratuitously 
support  them. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Irish  people  are  of  a  temperament  peculiarly 
likely  to  be  so  misled. 

4thly,  Because  experienc^^  both  in  Ireland  and  in  England, 
under  the  old  administration  of  the  Poor  Law,  proves  that  the 
attempt  to  provide  gratuitously  for  the  needy  is  in  its  result 
dangerous  to  property  and  to  the  independence  and  well-being 
of  the  people,  and  injurious  to  none  more  than  to  those  very 
persons  whose  benefit  is  thereby  sought,  by  superseding  the  neces- 
sity and  thus  repressing  the  energy  of  their  own  exertions  to  help 
themselves,  by  diverting  them  from  those  resources  which  the 
pressure  of  want  would  disclose,  and,  above  all^  by  teaching  them 
to  rely  on  external  aid,  which,  as  it  cannot  be  efficient  in  extent 
or  permanent  in  duration^  will  finally  leave  them  disappointed  and 
discontented^  and  more  destitute  and  helpless  than  before. 

5thly,  Because  I  fear  that  if  this  measure  be  adopted  it  will 
necessarily  lead  to  other  measures  of  a  similar  nature,  and  that, 
though  some  present  relief  may  be  given  to  existing  misery  and 
destitution,  it  will  lead  hereafter  to  an  alarming  increase  of  the 
evils  thus  temporarily  mitigated  ;  and  that,  therefore,  though  feel- 
ings of  the  most  praiseworthy  and  benevolent  character  prompt 
its  adoption,  prudence^  reason,  and  true  wisdom  would  reject  it. 

6thly,  Because  charity  is  a  proper  motive  for  the  private  conduct 
of  individuals,  but  justice  the  paramount  duty  of  a  Government^ 
and  because  charity  to  some  on  the  part  of  the  latter  works  out 
present  injustice  to  others,  and  ultimately  evil  to  all. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie^  Earl  of  Radnor. 

DCCCXXII,  DCCCXXIII. 

Maech  26,  1847. 

Lord  Monteagle  moved  for  a  select  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
'considering  and  reporting  on  the  recommendations  of  several  Parliamentary 
committees  and  commiBsioners  on  the  state  of  the  Irish  poor,  as  relating 
to  the  expediency  of  introducing  permanently  the  system  of  out-door 
relief  for  the  able-bodied  labourer.'  The  motion  was  opposed  on  the  part 
of  the  Qovemment  by  Earl  Qrey.    It  was  supported  by  Earl  Fitzwilliam 
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and  the  Archbishop  of  Dublin  (Whateley)  but  was  defeated  by  39  to  12. 
See  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xci,  p.  418. 
The  followiug  protests  were  entered. 

ist,   Because  when  it  is  proposed  to  legislate  in  opposition  to 

tlie  principles  which  during  the  last  half  century  have  been  uni- 

*  formly  admitted  by  all  writers  of  eminence,  as   well   as   by  all 

parliamentary  authorities,  the  refusal  of  inquiry   implies   a  most 

culpable  rashness. 

andly,  Because  the  proposed  measure  is  confessedly  one  of  vast 
importance  to  the  permanent  welfare  and  safety  of  a  large  portion 
of  the  Empire;  it  is  a  measure  which  even  its  advocates  admit 
to  be  a  great  and  hazardous  experiment,  and  which  is  regarded 
by  many  as  involving  nothing  less  than  a  general  confiscation, 
and  the  adoption  of  such  a  measure  appears  to  us  to  call  for  the 
most  accurate  previous  examination  of  all  such  reports  and  public 
documents  as  may  throw  light  on  the  subject,  in  order  that  the 
Legislature  may  stand  clear  of  the  charge  of  a  reckless  and 
wanton  disregard  of  the  rights  and  happiness  of  our  fellow 
subjects. 

3rdly,  Because  we  feel  convinced  that  the  proposed  inquiry 
would  have  elicited  easily,  in  a  short  time,  and  conclusively, 
solutions  to  the  following  three  most  important  questions  ;  solutions 
which  ought  to  be  brought  fully  before  the  minds  of  those  who 
shall  have  to  decide  finally  on  the  proposed  alteration  of  the 
Irish  Poor  Law : 

I.  Whether  it  be  or  be  not  physically  impossible  (even  with 
the  best  dispositions  in  all  the  parties  concerned),  that 
it  can  at  all  effect  the  proposed  relief? 
a.  Whether  the  attempt  will  or  will  not  have  the  effect  of 
ruining  both  the   owners  and   occupiers   of    land^  and 
putting  an  entire  stop  to  cultivation  ?  and 
3.  Whether  it   will   not   by   demoralising   the   mass   of  the 
people,  and  permanently  destroying  the  habits  of  industry 
and   self-dependence,  increase  to  a  frightful  extent  the 
amount  of  pauperism  and  crime  in  Ireland^  and  ultimately 
exhaust  the  resources  and   endanger  the   safety  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ? 
4thly,  Because  when  it  is  proposed  on  a  sudden  temporary  and 
imusual  emergency  to  introduce  not  a  merely  temporary  but  a 
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pennanent  legislative  measure,  and  that  too  a  measure  which  it 
will  be  peculiarly  difficult  and  dangerous  to  repeal  hereafter,  it 
behoves  the  Legislature  to  examine  with  a  doubly  scrupulous  and 
anxious  care  the  grounds  on  which  such  a  measure  is  recommended, 
and  the  consequences  to  which  it  may  lead,  lest  Parliament  should 
incur  merited  reprobation  as  having  augmented  by  such  procedure 
the  calamity  which  it  is  sought  to  remedy^  and  perpetuated  and 
rendered  incurable  evils  which  would  otherwise  have  only  been 
temporary. 

Sichard  Whateley,  Archbishop  of  Dublin. 
Thomas  Spring  Eice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell. 
William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Badnor. 

ist^  Because  the  danger  of  permanent  legislation  under  the 
pr^sure  of  a  temporary  emergency  can  only  be  averted  or  diminished 
by  the  most  careful  reference  to  past  events;  and  that  for  such 
purpose  a  review  of  the  evidence  taken  and  the  recommendations 
given  under  circumstances  admitting  of  the  exercise  of  a  calm, 
deliberate,  and  impartial  judgment,  become  of  the  highest  importance 
in  guiding  the  deliberations  of  the  Legislature. 

2ndly,  Because  the  dangers  of  permanent  legislation  in  a  crisis 
like  the  present,  when  a  great  portion  of  the  British  Empire  is 
reduced  to  a  state  of  unexampled  destitution,  are  strikingly 
exemplified  by  the  measures  so  unfortunately  passed  by  Parliament 
under  circumstances  strictly  analogous  in  1795  and  1800,  measures 
which  produced  calamities  difficult  to  remove,  and  from  the  con- 
sequences of  which  England  is  still  suffering. 

3rdly,  Because  an  examination  of  the  history  of  the  past  becomes 
the  more  necessary  when  the  Legislature  is  called  on  to  abandon 
and  overrule, 

1.  The  opinion   of  the  parliamentary  committee,  which   in 

1804  resolved,  *That  the  adoption  of  a  general  system 
of  relief  for  the  poor  of  Ireland  would  be  highly  injurious 
to  that  country,  and  would  not  produce  any  real  and 
permanent  advantage  even  to  the  poorer  classes  who 
must  be  the  subjects  of  such  support ; ' 

2,  The  opinion  of  a  subsequent  committee  which  reported  in 

1 8 19,  'That  the  establishment  of  a  system  of  Poor  Law 
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would  produce  in  a  country  like  Ireland  incalculable  evils 
to  every  class  of  the  community ;' 

3.  The  opinion  of  the  committee  of  1823,  which  stated,  *That 

any  system  of  relief,  however  benevolently  intended, 
leading  the  peasantry  to  depend  upon  the  interposition 
of  others  rather  than  upon  their  own  labour,  could  not 
but  repress  all  those  exertions  of  industry  which  are 
essentially  necessary  to  the  improvement  of  the  condition 
of  the  labouring  classes ; ' 

4.  The  experience  of  English  Poor  Law  administration,  as 

exemplified  in  the  reports  of  the  House  of  Commons 
committee  of  1 817,  of  the  commission  of  inquiry  of  1833, 
and  which  led  to  the  amendment  of  the  Poor  Law  of 
England  in  1834; 

5.  The  deliberate  judgment  of  a  royal  commission  appointed 

specially  to  consider  the  condition  of  the  Irish  poor,  and 
which  reported  in  1836  that  if  any  'considerable  portion 
of  the  rental  of  a  country  were  to  be  devoted  to  the 
support  of  unproductive  labourers,  commerce  must  decay, 
and  the  demand  for  agricultural  produce  and  other 
commodities  must  contract,  the  number  of  persons  out 
of  employment  and  in  need  of  support  must  increase, 
and  general  ruin  be  the  result ;' 

6.  The  recommendations  of  Mr.  Nicholls,  on  which  the  King's 

Oovemment  of  1838  introduced  and  Parliament  passed 
the  Irish  Poor  Law  Act,  in  which  recommendation  it 
was  expressly  stated,  'That  no  relief  should  be  given 
except  in  the  workhouse,  and  that  this  limitation  should 
be  specified  in  the  Act,  in  order  to  protect  the  central 
authority  from  the  pressure  which  is  not  unlikely  to 
occur  on  this  point ;' 

7.  The  express  .declaration  of  the  ministers   responsible  for 

the  firaming  and  introduction  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law^ 
and  which  aimounced,  '  That  the  administration  of  out- 
door relief  would  lead  to  a  most  pernicious  system,  mixing 
up  mendicancy  and  charity  with  labour^  a  system  of 
persons  partly  obtaining  support  by  labour  and  partly 
from  the  public  purse,  and  which  would  not  only  produce 
in  Ireland  the  evils  which  have  existed  in  England,  bat 


A.D.  1847.  PROTESTS.  829 

evils  very  much  g^reater^   till  out-door  relief  came  to 

absorb  a  much  greater  portion  of  the  produce  of  the 

land;' 

8.  The  evidence  of  Mr.  Cornwall  Lewis,  Mr.  Twiselton,  Mr. 

Gulson,   and   Mr.   Clements,   all   of   whom   had  recent 

practical  experience  in  the  administration  of  the  Poor 

Law  in  Ireland,  agreeing  in  a  conviction  of  the  danger 

and  ruin  which  must  attend  the  introduction  of  out-door 

relief  in  that  country,  a  judgment  adopted  by  the  select 

committee  of  the  Lords  in  the  kst  Session,  which  expressed 

a  decided  opinion,  '  That  the  introduction  of  any  system 

of  out-door  relief  would   be  dangerous  to  the  general 

interests  of  the  community,  and  more  particularly  to  the 

interests  of  the  very  class  for  whose  well-being  this  relief 

was  intended.' 

4thly,  Because  we  consider  it  the  more  rash  and  unwise  to  set 

aside  and  overrule  this  unbroken  series  of  parliamentary  judgments, 

without  the  most  careful  and  deliberate  inquiry,  as  no  attempt  has 

been  made  in  debate  to  impugn  or  to  deny  their  force,  or  to  meet 

them  by  conflicting  authority  or  evidence,  and  that  by  the  rejection 

of  the  motion  for  a  committee  an  inference  is  justly  raised  that 

no  such  conflictiDg  evidence  can  be  produced  or  is  producible. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
William  Pleydeil  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 
Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  CashelL 

DCCCXXIV,  DCCCXXV. 

May  14,  1847. 

The  machinery  of  the  old  Irish  Poor  Law  was  utterly  inadequate  to 
deal  with  the  distress  prevalent  in  the  island  during  1846-47,  and  new 
legislation  became  necessary;  hence  10  and  11  Victoria,  cap.  xxxi.  The 
Act  contains  31  clauses.  The  subjoined  protests  were  inserted  (i)  at  the 
time  the  Report  was  received,  and  (2)  on  a  clause  added  on  the  Report, 
which  clause  had  been  rejected  previously  by  the  Committee,  and  which 
sanctioned  out-door  relief  under  certain  circumstances  and  in  certain  forms. 
The  principal  division  taken  in  the  Lords  was  one  which  eliminated 
clauses  implying  a  temporary  application  of  the  Act,  and  which  the 
Committee  had  inserted,  lliese  were  reversed  on  the  Report  by  54 
to  42. 

ist.  Because  the  first  clause^  conferring  discretionary  powers  to 
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Boards  of  Guardians  to  give  relief  in  or  out  of  the  workhouse, 
involves  an  abandonment  of  the  principle  of  the  existing  Iaw» 
uncalled  for  by  any  necessity,  opposed  to  the  recommendations  of 
every  report  bearing  upon  the  subject  that  has  been  laid  before 
Parliament,  and  unsupported  by  a  single  argument  adduced  in  the 
course  of  debate. 

2ndly,  Because  it  is  of  importance  to  maintain  a  distinction 
between  those  who  support  themselves  by  their  own  labour,  or 
who  are  supported  by  that  of  their  families,  and  those  who  depend 
upon  Poor  Law  Relief,  a  distinction  which  is  at  present  clearly 
established  by  the  administration  of  relief  in  the  workhouse,  but 
which  v^U  necessarily  cease  when  it  comes  to  be  dispensed  at  the 
dwellings  of  the  poor,  as  the  recipients  of  public  aid  will  generally 
be  as  well,  if  not  better,  provided  for  than  the  &milies  of  labouring 
men. 

3rdly,  Because  the  primary  object  of  the  institution  of  work- 
houses in  Ireland  having  been  to  afford  relief  to  poor  persons, 
helpless  through  age,  infirmity,  or  defect,  and  to  destitute  children, 
such  relief  has  been  g^ven  with  advantage  to  those  who  are  the 
objects  of  it,  as  well  as  with  security  against  abuse. 

4thly,  Because  the  fifth  clause  authorizing  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  to  direct  the  appointment  of  medical  oflScers  to 
afford  medical  relief  out  of  the  workhouse  never  could  be  neces- 
sary, if  the  interests  of  the  industrious  poor  were  duly  attended 
to  Government,  by  placing  the  dispensaries  and  other  medical 
charities  of  Ireland  upon  a  footing  of  efficiency  as  recommended 
in  various  reports  that  have  been  laid  before  Parliament. 

5thly,  Because  the  ninth  clause,  disqualifying  any  person  who 
holds  more  than  a  quarter  of  an  acre  from  receiving  relief,  unless 
he  has  surrendered  his  holding  to  his  immediate  landlord,  *  which 
surrender  the  landlord  shall  be  required  to  accept,'  is  an  interference 
with  the  rights  of  property  which  may  lead  to  great  hardship  and 
inconvenience,  and  to  the  evasion  of  every  covenant  or  agp^ement 
by  which  a  tenant  might  have,  at  any  time  or  under  any  circum- 
stances, bound  himself,  whether  to  his  landlord  or  to  any  other 
party,  in  virtue  of  his  occupation  of  land  or  tenement. 

6thly,  Because  the  nineteenth  clause  for  increasing  the  proportion 
of  ew-officio  Guardians  of  the  Poor  is  an  interference  with  the 
elective  principle  upon  which  the  Boards  of  Guardians  were  origi- 
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nally  founded^  uncalled  for  by  any  necessity,  and  calculated   to 
impair  the  usefulness  of  the  institution. 

William  Thomas  Le  Peer  Trench,  Viscount  Clancarty  (Earl  of 

Clancarty). 
Thomas  Spring  Eice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon,  for  reasons 

one,  two,  three,  four. 
Stephen   Moore,   Earl   of  Mount   Cashell,   for    the    five  first 

reasons. 

1st,  Because  it  appears  to  us  rash  and  inexpedient  to  enact  as 
permanent  a  measure  which  in  the  judgment  of  many,  even  among 
those  who  recommend  the  Bill  for  the  sanction  of  the  Legislature, 
is  admitted  to  be  a  perilous  experiment. 

2ndly,  Because  the  reversal  by  the  House  of  a  decision  of  its 
Committee,  adopted  on  deliberation  and  after  fall  debate,  is  calcu- 
lated to  lessen  the  authority  of  this  branch  of  the  Legislature,  and 
the  weight  justly  due  to  its  consistency  and  to  the  wisdom  of  its 
final  judgment. 

3rdly,  Because  these  objections  apply  with  still  greater  force 
when  the  majority  of  those  who  are  more  immediately  connected 
by  birth  and  property  with  Ireland  have  expressed  their  conviction 
or  their  serious  apprehension  that  this  measure  cannot  be  carried 
into  effect  in  many  districts  without  leading  to  the  general 
pauperism  of  the  peasantry,  and  without  absorbing  so  large  a 
portion  of  those  funds  out  of  which  labour  is  paid  as  to  check 
industry  and  retard  improvement. 

4thly,  Because  the  recognition  by  law  of  the  out-door  relief  of 
the  able-bodied  poor  as  a  permanent  principle  is  at  variance  with 
all  Parliamentary  and  ofiicial  authorities,  and  is  at  variance  likewise 
with  the  experience  which  late  events  have  furnished  to  this  House 
and  to  the  public. 

5thly,  Because  the  diflSculty  of  carrying  into  permanent  efiect  a 
syetexa  of  out-door  relief  for  the  able-bodied,  more  especially  when 
administered  through  the  medium  of  relieving  oflScers  acting 
singly,  and  necessarily  in  many  cases  without  adequate  protection, 
appears  but  too  likely  to  lead  to  attempts  at  violence  and  intimi- 
dation, rendering  the  free  and  impartial  exercise  of  judgment  and 
authority  in  all  cases  diflScult,  in  many  cases  dangerous,  and  it  may 
be  feared  in  some  cases  impossible. 

6thly,  Because  it  appears  to  us  that  it  is  imprudent  on  the  part 
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of  the  Legislature  in  a  case  like  the  present,  when  even  the  most 
sanguine  are  doubtful  of  the  result,  to  hold  out  to  the  Irish  public 
that  assured  expectation  of  the  success  of  the  measure  which  the 
enactment  of  this  Bill  as  a  permanent  law  is  but  too  well  calculated 
to  create  and  to  justify. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
William  "Diomas  le  Foer  Trench,  YiBcount  Clanoarty  (Earl  of 

Clancarty),  except  fourth  and  fifth  reasons. 
Otway  O'Connor  Cuffe,  Earl  of  Desart,  except  second  and  third 

reasons. 
George  Charles  Bingham,  Earl  of  Lucan,  for  all  except  tbe 

second  reason. 
Arthur  Wills  Blundell  Sandys  Trumbull  Windsor  Hill,  Marquis 

of  DownshJre^ 
Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  CashelL 

DCCCXXVL 

May  18,  1847. 

The  third  reading  of  tbe  Irish  Poor  Law  Bill  led  to  a  short  debate, 
Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  xcii,  p.  1040,  but  was  carried  without  a 
division. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  every  law  giving  to  the  destitute  a  claim  to  relief 
must  of  necessity  have  a  tendency  to  induce  amongst  the  objects 
of  its  care,  improvident  habits;  and  this  tendency  is  increased  in 
more  than  an  equal  ratio  as  the  range  of  objects  to  which  it  applies 
is  enlarged,  and  the  nature  of  the  relief  extended. 

sndly,  Because  the  Irish  people  seem  either  from  natural  consti- 
tution or  from  adventitious  circumstances  peculiarly  prone  to  such 
habits ;  and  to  them,  their  present  distress  may^  in  my  opinion,  be 
mainly  traced. 

3rdly,  Because  the  tendency  of  this  Bill  therefore  is,  in  its  result, 
rather  to  increase  than  to  diminish  the  probability  of  the  recurrence 
of  that  distress. 

4thlyj  Because  it  appears  that  there  is  in  Ireland  a  great  want 
of  the  machinery  necessary  for  the  proper  administration  of 
the  law. 

5thly,  Because  this  Bill  contemplates  the  necessity  of  giving 
out-door  relief^  and  it  has  been  found  by  experience  in  England, 

'  Lord  DowDBbire  is  entered  in  the  JournalB  by  his  proper  title  (Burl  of  Hillsboroagh). 
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that  it  is  very  difficult  to  resist  the  pressure  which  is  at  times 
brought  to  bear  against  the  checks  imposed  by  law,  for  securing 
the  wholesome  administration  of  such  relief;  and  because  the 
experience  of  the  working  of  the  9th  and  loth  Victoria,  cap.  107, 
in  Ireland  proves  it  to  be  probable,  that  the  difficulty  there  will 
be  still  greater;  and  if  those  checks  are  once  broken  through, 
the  total  absorption  of  the  property  of  the  country,  and  the 
entire  demoralisation  of  the  people  will  be  the  necessary  con- 
sequence. 

6thly,  Because  this  Bill,  intended  to  effect  a  complete  and 
lasting  change  in  the  habits  and  manners  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
avowedly  an  experiment^  admitted  by  all  to  be  a  difficult,  and 
characterized  by  some  of  its  supporters  as  a  doubtful  and  a 
hazardous  one,  has  been  brought  in  and  passed  under  the  excite- 
ment of  a  grievous  accidental  and  temporary  calamity,  which 
precludes  its  receiving  that  calm  and  dispassionate  consideration 
which  so  important  a  measure  demands. 

7thly,  Because  it  is  notorious  that  the  desire  generally  manifested 
for  a  Bill  of  this  nature  has  had  its  origin  in  the  inconvenience 
resulting  from  this  accidental  and  temporary  calamity^  and  the 
consequent  influx  into  England  of  destitute  Irish  families ;  and  is 
suggested^  not  so  much  by  the  hope  that  it  will  benefit  the  people 
of  Ireland,  as  in  the  expectation^  which  I  believe  will  turn  out  to 
be  quite  fallacious,  that  it  will  prevent  the  recurrence  of  similar 
inconvenience. 

Sthly,  Because,  therefore,  I  consider  this  Bill  in  itself  objection- 
able; not  calculated  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
Ireland ;  incapable  of  being  satisfactorily  administered ;  likely  to 
be  destructive  to  property  and  dangerous  to  the  independence  of 
the  poor  in  Ireland ;  introduced  and  passed  at  an  unfit  time  and 
without  due  consideration — ^and  though  called  for  by  the  people  of 
England^  called  for  on  erroneous  grounds. 

William  Plejdell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 
Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon,  for  all 
reasons  except  the  second. 

For  the  fourth,  fifth,  sixth,  seventh,  and  eighth  reasons. 

Charles  William  Fitzwillaro,  Earl  Fitswilliam. 
William  Cavendish,  Earl  of  Burlington. 
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DCCCXXVII. 
May  31,  1847. 

By  10  and  11  Victoria,  cap.  37,  the  term  for  which  a  soldier  was 
enlisted  was  limited  to  ten  years  in  the  Infantry,  and  twelve  years  in  the 
Cavalry,  Artillery,  or  other  Ordnance  forces ;  provided  the  recruit  was 
eighteen  years  of  age  on  the  day  on  which  he  was  attested,  or  from  his 
eighteenth  birthday.  He  could  re-enlist  if  he  liked,  and  must  be  conveyed 
home  if  he  desired  at  the  conclusion  of  his  service.  The  Bill  passed  by 
large  majorities  in  the  Commons,  but  was  warmly  opposed  in  the  Lords, 
notwithstanding  the  support  given  it  by  the  Duke  of  "Wellington ;  the 
second  reading  being  canied  by  108  to  94.  See  Hansard,  Third  Series, 
vol.  xci,  p.  13 16.  The  third  reading  was  also  opposed,  but  the  opposition 
was  not  pressed.  An  attempt  to  extend  the  period  from  ten  and  twelve 
to  twelve  and  fourteen  years  was  lost  by  38  to  30, 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  an  attempt  to  introduce  limited  service  was  first 
proposed  in  17 13.  The  system  or  plan  lasted  two  years,  and  was 
abandoned  from  its  total  failure.  It  was  tried,  however,  again  in 
1775,  and  continued  to  the  end  of  the  war,  but  was  unsuccessful  in 
its  operations  during  the  American  War.  In  later  periods,  in 
1806,  it  was  resorted  to  in  another  form  of  periods  of  limited 
service,  but  signally  and  completely  disappointed  the  expectations 
that  were  formed  of  the  measure,  to  obtain  more  recruits,  and  a 
better  class  of  men ;  and  in  the  midst  of  the  war  in  the  Peninsula 
much  inconvenience  and  disorder  might  have  arisen  but  for  the 
foresight  and  precaution  of  the  great  commander,  the  limited 
service  men  being  then  his  best  troops,  who  had  served  seven  or 
eight  years,  and  who  had  a  right  to  their  discharge,  and  had  not 
very  large  bounties  been  given  they  might  have  been  lost  to  the 
army,  and  their  loss  would  have  been  most  fatal. 

andly,  Because,  whilst  it  is  most  desirable  to  adopt  every  possible 
measure  for  improving  the  comforts  and  the  social  and  the  moral 
conditions  of  our  soldiers,  it  is  highly  injudicious  and  inexpedient 
to  attempt  experiments  (which  are  avowed  as  such),  and  which 
experiments  may  tend  to  shake  the  good  feelings  now  existing  and 
the  discipline  hitherto  prevailing  in  the  British  army,  which  never 
at  any  moment  in  history  stood  higher  for  its  warlike  achievements 
and  admirable  conduct. 

3rdly,  Because,  while  it  is  admitted  from'  the  very  highest 
authority,  that  the  old  soldiers  of  the  British  army  give  to  it 
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all  its  perfection  and  matchless  excellence^  it  is  manifest  that  the 
present  Army  Service  Bill  presents  a  risk  and  offers  an  occasion 
of  losing  the  very  men  who,  after  their  service  of  ten  years,  become 
the  most  valuable,  and  who  still  may  be  in  the  prime  of  life,  from 
thirty  to  forty,  for  all  purposes  of  hard  fatigue  and  military  service. 
It  is  therefore  highly  impolitic  to  hazard  this  experiment,  and  far 
more  judicious  to  retain  the  present  regulations,  which  allow  all 
soldiers,  under  a  most  liberal  plan,  and  with  good  character,  to 
receive  their  discharge  by  the  recommendation  of  their  officers  and 
the  decision  of  the  Commander-in-Chief. 

4thly,  Because,  as  has  been  clearly  and  unanswerably  shown, 
great  inconvenience  must  result  to  our  Colonial  Service  from  the 
plan  now  proposed ;  and  especially  in  the  minutiae  of  every 
regimential  arrangement.  If  men  had  six  or  eight  months  to 
serve,  and  were  ordered  out  to  India,  that  circumstance  might 
occasion  a  degree  of  discontent  among  them.  The  army  in  the 
East,  as  has  been  ably  shown,  presents  many  further  obstructions 
to  the  eligibility  of  this  measure ;  and  it  will  be  necessary,  when  it 
shall  be  in  full  operation,  and  one-tenth  annually  of  72,000  men 
(our  average  force  serving  in  the  Colonies)  shall  be  entitled  to 
discharge,  and  must  be.  brought  home,  to  make  frequent  reliefs  of 
corps,  at  great  difficulty  and  inconvenience. 

Finally,  Because  the  Government  must  either  have  a  most 
extraordinary  confidence  in  themselves,  or  expect  an  unlimited 
confidence  from  others,  if  they  imagine  that  a  measure  of  such 
magnitude,  sanctioning  changes  so  hazardous,  and  on  such  &nciful 
theories,  and  above  all  against  the  opinion  of  nine-tenths  of  the 
British  army,  can  be  carried  into  effect  without  stronger  or  more 
cogent  reasons  than  have  hitherto  been  advanced  by  them  for  these 
new  experiments,  under  their  Anny  Service  Bill,  on  the  British 
army. 

Charles  William  Stewart,  Earl  Vane  (Marquis  of  Londonderry). 
James  Thomas  BrudeneU,  Earl  of  Cardigan. 


DCCCXXVIII. 

June  1,  1847. 

The  Factories  Bill  (10  and  11  Victoria,  cap.  29)  extended  the  provi- 
sions of  3  and  4  William  IV,  cap.  103,  and  7  and  8  Victoria,  cap.  16. 
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It  limited  the  hours  during  which  all  persons  under  eighteen  years  of 
age  could  be  employed  in  factories,  and  protected  the  labour  of  women 
by  extending  the  limitation  to  all  women.  The  Bill  was  rejected  in  i845« 
The  third  reading  in  the  Commons  was  carried  by  151  to  88,  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  being  in  the  minority,  Lord  John  Russell  and  Mr.  Disraeli  in  the 
majority.  The  second  reading  in  the  Lords  was  carried  by  53  to  11, 
Lord  EUesmere  haying  taken  diarge  of  the  Bill. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted  on  the  third  reading. 

1st,  Because  any  legislative  restraints  imposed  on  the  freedom  of 
adult  labour  is  inconsistent  with  all  sound  principle,  and  with  the 
successful  development  and  adequate  reward  of  industry. 

dndly.  Because  a  limitation  by  law  of  the  hours  of  labour  must 
either  diminish  the  profits  of  capital  or  the  wages  of  the  workmen^ 
or  may  probably  lead  to  both  these  results ;  in  one  case  discou- 
raging the  application  of  capital  to  the  production  of  wealth ;  in 
another,  pressing  severely  on  the  comforts  of  the  labouring^  classes ; 
and  in  both  cases  tending  to  check  the  progress  of  important 
national  interests. 

3rdly,  Because,  so  far  as  such  interference  with  industry  raises 
price,  it  must  necessarily  abridge  the  command  which  the  cLmner 
possesses  over  the  comforts  and  necessaries  of  life,  whilst  at  the 
same  time  wages  sufier  depression;  thus  subjecting  the  working 
classes  to  the  double  evil  of  lessened  receipt  and  of  increased 
expenditure. 

4thly,  Because  this  Bill  is  no  less  opposed  to  all  sound  principle 
than  to  all  experience ;  the  periods  during  which  fluctuations  of 
trade  compel  manufacturers  to  work  short  time  being  invariably 
periods  of  depression  and  privation  to  the  working  classes,  and  there 
appearing  no  practical  difference  between  a  legislative  reduction  of 
the  hours  of  labour  and  that  which  results  from  a  reduction  of 
demand,  except  that  the  one  proceeds  from  causes  which  cannot  be 
controlled,  whilst  the  other  is  the  gratuitous  act  of  the  supreme 
power  of  the  State. 

5thly,  Because,  at  a  time  when  so  vast  a  portion  of  British 
industry  is  dependent  on  foreign  trade,  to  impose  on  our  home 
producers  artificial  restraints  from  which  their  rivals  abroad  are 
exempt  is  to  create  an  overwhelming  and  fatal  competition  against 
ourselves,  placing  at  risk  our  greatest  interests,  financial  as  well  as 
commercial. 

6thly,    Because  if  the  productiveness  of  capital    invested    in 
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domestic  Eiann&ctnres  is  lessened  by  unwise  laws^  this  change 
cannot  &il  to  operate  as  a  bounty  upon  the  transfer  of  capital  to 
foreign  countries ;  a  transfer  injurious  to  the  British  producer  and 
consumer,  to  the  British  labourer,  and  to  the  employer  of  labour. 

7thly,  Because  at  all  times  when  deficient  harvests  or  other 
causes  render  an  increased  supply  of  food  requisite  from  abroad, 
an  enhancement  of  the  cost  of  our  manufactures  must  likewise 
enhance  our  difficulty  in  paying  for  imported  food;  tending  to 
force  an  export  of  bullion,  deranging  our  currency,  and  endangering 
public  and  private  credit. 

Sthly,  Because  as  the  restraints  of  this  Bill  apply  exclusively  to 
labour  in  £EuHx)ries,  whilst  labour  infinitely  more  severe  and  injurious 
to  health  is  left  without  analogous  restriction,  the  consequence 
must  be,  not  to  improve  but  to  deteriorate  the  physical  condition  of 
the  working  cksses. 

9thly,  Because  the  enactments  of  this  Bill  are  founded  on  the 
fallacy  that  it  lies  within  the  competency  of  Parliament  to  give 
a  better  protection  to  workmen  in  their  industry  than  is  derived 
from  their  own  reason  and  intelligence,  and  must  also  encourage 
the  dangerous  delusion  that  the  interests  of  the  employer  and  the 
^nployed  are  necessarily  opposed  and  conflicting,  requiring  the 
protection  of  the  law  for  the  r^^ulation  of  hours  of  work,  the 
amount  of  profits^  and  the  rate  of  wages^  matters  depending  upon 
principles  which  no  direct  legislation  can  reach^  and  with  which  no 
Legidatnre  can  intermeddle  consistently  either  with  sound  policy  or 
witii  justice. 

lothly,  Because  the  enactments  of  this  Bill,  where  apparentiy 
limited  to  the  labour  of  children  and  young  persons,  practically 
restrain  the  profitable  employment  of  adult  labour. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
Alexander  Bi^ng,  Lord  Ashburton. 
William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 
Thomas  Henry  Foley,  Loid  Foley. 
John  Wrottesley,  Lord  Wrottesley. 

Dcccxxix: 

June  10,  1847. 

The  pressure  of  railway  business  on  the  House  of  Lords  was  very 
great  this  year,  and  it  was  not  easy  or  even  possible  to  pass  Railway  Bilk 

VOL.  in.  z 
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through  the  necessary  stages.  A  report  from  a  Select  Committee  had 
recommended  therefore  that  the  standing  orders  of  the  House  should  be 
suspended  as  r^ards  these  Bills,  and  that  the  promoters  of  them  might 
be  allowed  to  suspend  further  proceedings  in  the  present  Session,  with 
option  of  taking  up  the  Bills  in  the  next  Session  at  the  stage  where  the 
Bill  was  suspended.  This  recommendation  was  adopted,  and  the  following 
protest  was  inserted. 

ist^  Because  the  principle  of  allowing  Bills  to  be  commenced  in 
one  Session  and  finished  in  another,  and  of  binding  the  House  by  a 
vote  in  one  Session  to  a  particular  course  of  proceeding  in  respect  to 
any  Bill  in  another  Session,  is  at  all  times  essentially  unconstitu- 
tional and  vicious. 

2ndly,  Because  the  adoption  of  it  on  the  present  occasion  is  more 
than  ordinarily  objectionable,  as  it  is  probable  that  this  Parliament 
will  be  dissolved  at  the  close  of  the  present  Session,  and  all 
parliamentary  and  constitutional  principle  must  be  most  dan- 
gerously violated  if  this  House  shall,  by  any  proceeding  or  reso- 
lution, appear  to  hold  or  even  to  imply  that  a  new  House  of 
Conmions  is  or  ought  to  be  considered  in  any  d^^ree  bound  by 
any  resolution  of  the  existing  House  of  Commons. 

3rdly,  Because  by  the  resolution  against  which  I  now  protest^ 
this  House  assures  the  promoters  of  railway  bills  that  they  shall  be 
empowered  to  suspend  all  further  proceedings,  with  the  option  of 
proceeding  with  the  same  Bill  in  the  next  Session  of  Rurliament  at 
the  stage  where  the  Bill  shall  be  now  suspended,  and  thus  enters 
into  an  engagement  with  parties  to  give  them  oertain  advantages 
next  Session  which  it  cannot  fulfil,  except  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  while  circumstances  preclude  it  from 
receiving  from  that  House  any  assurance  that  it  will  be  disposed  to 
act  in  accordance  with  the  engagements  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenahnrst    (Visooant 

Strangford). 
Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon,  for  the 

second  and  third  reasons. 

DCCCXXX. 

JuKB  24,  1847. 

The  Act  10  and  ii  Yictom,  cap.  io8,  created  the  Biahopric  of  Man- 
oliester,  and  an  Archdeaconry  of  llverpooL    The  first  daose  of  the  Act 
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specified  the  limits  of  the  diocese,  the  second  provided  that  there  should 
be  no  increase  in  the  number  of  Bishops  having  seats  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  In  Conmiittee  on  the  Bill  (22nd  of  June),  Lord  Bedesdale  pro- 
posed to  substitute  a  clause  giving  the  Queen  power  to  summon  the 
Bishop  who  should  be  named  to  Uie  see.  The  motion  was  resisted  by 
Lord  Lansdowne,  and  rejected  by  44  to  14,  eight  Bishops  voting  with  the 
minority,  three  with  the  minority.  The  following  protest  was  inserted  at 
the  third  reading;  when  a  second  attempt  was  made  to  omit  the  clause. 

ist^  Because  when  Parliament  declares  that  the  interests  of  the 
Church  require  an  increase  in  the  number  of  the  Bishops  of 
England  and  Wales,  it  is  an  ungracious  interference  with  the 
pren^tive  of  the  Crown  as  enjoyed  by  her  Majesty's  predecessors 
to  annex  to  the  creation  of  such  bishoprics  the  condition  that  the 
number  of  bishops  sitting  in  Parliament  shall  not  be  increased,  and 
to  take  away  from  her  Majesty,  her  heirs  and  successors,  the  power 
of  summoning  to  Parliament  all  or  any  of  these  bishops  at  any 
fixture  period,  if  it  should  become  her  or  their  wish  to  do  so,  thus 
permanently  limiting  the  royal  prerogative  under  the  pretext  that 
her  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to  declare  that  as  at  present  advised  she 
does  not  contemplate  the  issue  of  her  writ  to  the  new  bishops, 
except  as  vacancies  shall  from  time  to  time  occur  among  the  bishops 
of  England  and  Wales  now  sitting  in  Parliament. 

2ndly,  Because  by  this  clause  the  writs  of  summons  to  Par* 
liament  to  which  the  bishops  of  the  ancient  sees  of  England  and 
Wales  are  by  law  entitled  are  to  be  suspended  as  each  see  shall 
become  vacant,  and  as  the  right  of  the  successive  holders  of  such 
sees,  to  such  writs  of  sunmions  is  as  much  inherent  in  their  sees  as 
that  of  the  Lords  Temporal  in  their  respective  peerages^  the  above* 
mentioned  enactment  constitutes  a  dangerous  precedent,  at  variance 
with  the  principle  of  an  hereditary  peerage,  and  contrary  to  the 
privileges  as  well  of  the  Lords  Temporal  as  Spiritual. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
Edward  G^fl&ey  Smith  Stanley,  Lord  Stanley. 
Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 
John  Ste¥rart,  Marquis  of  Bute. 
Bichard  Bagot,  Bishop  of  Bath  and  Wells. 
John  Henry  Monk,  Bishop  of  Glouoetter  and  BristoL 
Archibald   William   Montgomerie,   Lord   Ardroasan   (Earl   of 
Eglinton). 
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DCCCXXXI. 

July  15,  1847. 

By  10  and  11  Victoria,  chap.  109,  the  Poor  Law  Commissimien, 
appointed  under  the  original  Poor  Law  Beform  Act  of  1835,  were 
superseded  by  a  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  and  other  officials, 
the  old  Board  being  extinguished  by  the  seventh  clause.  The  Act  was 
carried  by  33  to  10.  The  subjoined  protest  alludes  to  the  unpopularity 
of  the  Commissioners,  but  in  the  debate  on  the  Bill,  high  praise  was 
given  to  Messrs.  Nicholls  and  Chadwick. 

1st,  Because  this  Bill  tends  to  subject  to  party  influences, 
partialities,  and  animosities  a  branch  of  administration  whieb^  above 
all  others,  ought  to  be  carefully  kept  free  from  them. 

2ndly,  Because  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  having, 
after  a  long  investigation,  reported  that  *  the  proceedings  of  the 
commissioners'  appear  in  certain  particulars  to  have  'been  irregular 
and  arbitrary,  not  in  accordance  with  the  statute  under  which 
they  exercise  their  functions,  and  such  as  to  shake  public  confidence 
in  their  administration  of  the  kw,'  it  seems  more  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  any  obloquy  which  may  have  attached  to  the  law, 
or  the  administration  of  it^  in  other  particulars,  may  have  arisen 
rather  from  that  administration  and  the  &ult  of  the  administrators 
than  irom  the  provisions  of  the  law  itself,  or  the  constitution  of 
the  commission. 

3rdly,  Because  the  influence  of  public  clamour  and  the  fear  of 
misrepresentation  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  desire  of  popularity 
on  the  other  (which  I  believe  to  have  led  in  a  great  degree  to 
these  irregular  and  arbitrary  proceedings),  are  likely  to  act  with 
greater  force  on  a  person  necessarily  connected  with  party,  and 
constantly  involved  in  political  discussions,  than  on  one  carefully 
separated  from  both. 

4thly,  Because  when  such  misconduct  has  been  proved,  or  even 
charged,  it  seems  more  natural,  more  consistent  with  justice,  and, 
above  all,  more  likely  to  lead  to  a  better  administration  of  the 
law  in  future,  that  a  searching  investigation  should  take  place 
before  an  impartial  tribunal  (as  has  been  heretofore  done  in  the 
case  of  the  maladministration  of  other  public  boards)  than  that 
this  Bill  should  be  adopted,  which,  by  providing  for  the  entire 
and  immediate  removal  of  all  persons  connected  with  the  commission, 
makes  no  discrimination  between  those  who  have  honestly  and 
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fiiithfiilly  {blfilled  their  daties^  and  acted  in  the  true  spirit  of 
the  law,  and  those  who  by  negligence,  ignorance,  or  foUj  have 
violated  both  the  letter  and  intention  of  it;  and  because  the 
removal  of  them  all  indiscriminately,  without  proof  of  misconduct^ 
or  any  compensation  to  those  who  have  relinquished  their  pro- 
fessions and  devoted  themselves  wholly  to  the  business  of  the 
commission,  is  unjust  to  individuals,  and  is  detrimental  to  the 
public  interest,  inasmuch  as  it  discourages  persons  of  talent 
from  leaving  their  own  pursuits  in  order  to  attend  to  the  public 
service. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie^  Earl  of  Badnor. 
William  Kii^  Noel,  Earl  Lovelaoe. 

DCCCXXXII. 

July  23,  1847. 

The  Poor  Law  Administration  Bill,  as  it  came  from  the  Ck)mmons, 
[oovided  that  married  paupers,  who  might  be  over  sixty  years  of  age, 
should  not  be  compelled  to  live  apart,  as  was  obligatory  for  younger 
paupers.  The  Loi^  objected  to  this  distinction  and  threw  out  the 
dause.  It  was  resolved  in  the  Commons  to  restore  the  clause,  and  the 
Lords  acquiesced  by  29  to  11. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

1st,  Because  this  clause  was  unanimously  rejected  by  the  House 
when  in  committee  on  the  Bill,  the  Lord  who  now  moves  its 
insertion  stating  that  he  had  not  a  word  to  say  for  it ;  and  because 
no  new  circumstance  hai  since  arisen  to  render  it  expedient,  or  to 
recommend  it  to  the  fisivour  of  the  House. 

andly.  Because  the  reason  alleged  by  the  Commons  for  its 
restoration,  viz.  'that  poor  persons  above  the  age  of  sixty  years 
are  very  generally  relieved  out  of  the  House^'  is  not  consistent 
with  the  fact^  as  it  appears  from  a  return  presented  to  the  House 
on  the  28th  of  June  last  that  in  368  unions  of  England  and  Wales, 
besides  aged  persons  who  are  immarried,  there  were  574  cases  of 
aged  married  couples  in  their  respective  workhouses ;  and  because 
the  insertion  of  it  is  very  likely  to  lead  to  a  great  increase  of  cases 
to  which  it  will  apply. 

3rdly,  Because  if  the  reason  alleged  by  the  Commons  were 
agreeable  with  the  fact,  it  seems  ridiculous  to  legislate  for  a  case  of 
laie  oecarreoQce. 
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4thl7,  Beoanse  it  will  be  destructive  of  good  order  and  r^^olarity 
in  workbouses. 

5tlily,  Because  experience  shows  that  the  parties  themselves  are 
not  likely  to  take  advantage  of  it  bond  fide  and  permanently,  and  this 
clause  will  take  away  the  opportunity  of  testing  whether  they  do 
so  or  not ;  and  because  it  may,  and  probably  will,  be  used  as  a 
method  of  annoyance  in  the  House,  or  of  extorting  exorbitant 
relief  out  of  it. 

6thly,  Because  it  is  likely  to  agg^vate  any  irritation  whidi  may 
be  caused  by  the  separation  of  younger  couples. 

7thly,  Because  the  Legislature  ought  not  to  concern  itself  with 
such  matters  of  detail ;  they  should  be  left  to  the  discretion  of 
subordinate  authorities  in  closer  contact  with  the  parties  affected, 
more  capable  of  forming  a  correct  opinion  of  the  necessities  of 
each  case  as  it  may  arise,  and  able,  on  their  responsibility  with 
respect  to  the  whole  matter  committed  to  their  care^  to  give  effect 
to  the  general  views  of  the  L^^lature. 

William  Pleydell  Bouverie,  Earl  of  Radnor. 

DCCCXXXIII. 

April  18,  1848. 

On  the  a  4th  of  February  Louis  Philippe  fled  firom  France,  and  most 
of  the  continental  thrones  were  seriously  threatened.  The  Lish  physical 
force  agitators  were  advising  an  appeal  to  violence,  and  on  the  loth  of 
April  the  Chartist  petition  was  presented.  As  a  measure  of  precaution, 
the  Government  introduced  a  Bill  (11  and  12  Victoria,  cap.  20)  authoris- 
ing  the  Secretary  of  State  or  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  order 
the  departure  of  aliens.  No  opposition  was  offered  in  the  Lords,  the 
opponents  of  the  Qovemment  only  regretting  that  the  clauses  were  not 
more  stringent.  In  the  Commons  a  small  minority,  including  Mr.  Cobden, 
Mr.  Bright,  Mr.  Hume,  Sir  William  Molesworth,  and  Dr.  Bowring  opposed 
the  Bill,  but  it  was  carried  by  large  majorities. 

The  following  protest  is  against  the  third  reading. 

1st,  Because  the  Bill  is  cruel,  for  even  when  not  perverted  to 
any  improper  purposes  it  may  deter  the  victims  of  civil  or  religious 
persecution  abroad  from  seeking  refrige  under  the  laws  of  a  free 
country. 

andly^  Because  the  Bill  is  unjust ;  it  exposes  all  resident  aliens 
(such  even  as  may  have  settled  here  in  consequence  of  no  such 
law  existing  at  the  time)  to  actual  punishment  without  trial,  and 
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it  condemns  even  the  most  unsuspected  among  them  to  an  evil 
greater  than  most  punishments^ — a  dependence  on  the  arbitrary- 
will  of  one  man. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Bill  is  unnecessary,  there  being  no  unusual 
resort  of  strangers  to  this  Kingdom,  and  no  proof  afforded  to 
Parliament  that  individual  foreigners  either  possess  the  means  or 
harbour  the  design  of  disturbing  our  internal  tranquillity. 

4thly,  Because  the  Bill  is  unconstitutional ;  it  creates  a  power 
liable  to  abuse^  and  unknown  to  our  laws ;  and  arbitrary  authority 
has  always  been  thought  to  degrade  those  who  are  the  objects  of 
it,  and  to  corrupt  those  who  possess  it,  and  thereby  lead  to 
tyrannical  maxims  and  practices^  incompatible  with  the  safety  of 
a  free  people. 

5thly^  Because  the  Bill  is  impolitic ;  it  discourages  the  employ- 
ment of  foreign  capital^  and  the  exercise  of  foreign  ingenuity, 
in  our  country^  and  obviously  tends  to  embroil  us  with  the 
Governments  of  Europe,  by  rendering  the  residence  of  any 
obnoxious  individuals  amongst  us  an  Act  of  the  State^  and  no 
longer  a  consequence  of  the  hospitable  spirit  of  our  municipal 
laws. 

Heniy  Edward  Fox,  Lord  Holland. 


DCCCXXXIV. 

May  15,  1848. 

A  Bin  was  introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords  by  Lord  Stanley,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  continue  Bills  which  had  reached  a  certain  stage, 
or  which  had  passed  one  House,  during  another  parliamentary  Session. 
Honey  Bills  were  excluded  from  the  operation  of  the  Act.  The  Bill 
passed  the  Lords  without  difficulty,  though  several  Peers  remonstrated. 
In  the  Commons  it  was  referred  to  a  select  committee,  and  was  dropped. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  on  the  second- reading. 

isty  Because  the  usages  and  privileges  of  both  Houses  in  regard 
to  legislation  are  founded  on  prescription  alone^  and  it  is  inexpedient 
and  dangerous  to  disturb  and  weaken  the  security  so  long  afforded 
to  the  free  action  of  the  three  estates  of  this  reahn  by  our  ancient 
Constitution^  by  introducing  the  new  principle  of  regulating  the 
l^slative  proceedings  of  the  Lords  and  Commons  by  Act  of 
Parliament. 
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andly,  Because  it  may  frequently  happen,  from  a  cliange  in  the 
position  of  political  parties,  or  of  circumstances,  after  prorogation, 
that  either  House  may  be  induced  to  take  a  different  view  of 
any  subject  in  the  ensuing  Session,  and  in  fuller  Houses,  and  by 
larger  majorities,  reverse  the  former  decisions  upon  the  same; 
particularly  as  the  measures  most  likely  to  be  subject  to  the 
operations  of  this  Bill  will  be  from  among  those  introduced,  or 
at  all  events  taken  into  consideration,  late  in  the  preceding  Session, 
with  a  moderate  and  decreasing  attendance  of  members. 

3rdly,  Because,  although  the  Bill  will  be  no  longer  under  the 
control  of  the  House  which  shall  have  passed  it  in  the  preceding 
Session,  that  House  cannot  be  precluded  from  condemning  either 
the  principle,  or  parts  of  it,  by  resolution  or  otherwise,  or  from 
introducing  a  different  measure  on  the  same  subject,  or  from 
communicating  such  resolutions  or  sending  up  such  Bill  to  the 
other  House,  or  from  desiring  that  the  original  Bill  may  be 
returned  to  them,  or  from  addressing  the  Crown,  as  a  last  resource, 
to  refuse  its  assent  to  the  same  if  passed  by  the  other  House; 
from  any  of  which  proceedings  the  most  disastrous  consequences 
may  be  apprehended. 

4thly,  Because  if  the  majority  of  either  House  should  at  any 
time,  when  such  circumstances  may  occur,  be  actuated  by  strong 
party  feelings  under  indiscreet  guidance,  this  Bill  might  tempt 
them  to  pass  even  an  imperfect  measure  without  alteration,  in 
order  to  prevent  its  enactments  being  again  submitted  to  the 
deliberation  of  the  other  House  and  its  avowed  hostility. 

5thly,  Because  any  measure  becoming  law  in  spite  of  the 
opposition  of  one  of  the  Houses  thus  legitimately  expressed  will 
never  appear  to  the  people  to  have  obtained  the  ancient  constitutional 
assent  of  the  three  estates  of  the  Realm. 

6thly,  Because  a  disposition  to  refuse  a  ready  obedience  to  any 
law  so  passed  may  be  reasonably  apprehended  in  times  of  strong 
political  excitement. 

7thly,  Because  it  is  no  satisfactory  answer  to  these  objections 
to  say  that  moderation  and  good  sense  must  prevent  their  occurrence, 
since  experience  proves  that  when  party  spirit  runs  high,  and  men's 
passions  are  excited,  good  sense  and  moderation  have  been  too 
frequently  absent  from  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 

Sthly,  Because,  when  any  differences  shall  arise  in  consequence 
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of  the  action  of  this  Bill,  it  offers  in  itself  a  precedent  and  a 
temptation  to  remedy  the  same  by  fhrther  legislation;  and  as 
the  necessity  for  the  joint  assent  of  the  two  Houses  and  of  the 
Crown  to  any  new  law  stands  only  on  the  same  ground  of  long 
established  usage  as  the  abatement  of  all  proceedings  before 
Parliament  by  prorogation,  the  most  dangerous  consequences  to 
the  Constitution  of  this  Kingdom,  and  to  the  privileges  of  this 
House  especially^  may  be  apprehended  from  any  proposal  to  adopt 
the  principle  of  controlling  by  Act  of  Parliament  the  ancient 
practice  of  Parliament  in  respect  to  legislation. 

9thly,  Because  the  habit  of  wasting  time  in  idle  discussions 
in  the  other  House,  which  has  led  to  the  supposed  necessity  for 
this  measure,  is  of  comparatively  recent  origin,  and  being  in  its 
present  excess  discreditable,  it  is  unwise  to  treat  the  abuse  as 
likely  to  be  permanent,  and  to  encourage  it  by  giving  more 
time  for  its  indulgence,  without  altogether  interrupting  public 
l^islation. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 


DCCCXXXV. 

June  2,  1848. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  third  reading  of  the 
Parliamentary  Proceedings  Bill. 

1st,  Because  the  objections  which  I  entertained  to  the  principle 
of  this  Bin  as  originally  introduced  have  been  increased  by  some  of 
the  alterations  made  in  it  since  it  was  read  a  second  time. 

2ndly,  Because  this  House  is  and  ought  to  be  altogether  inde- 
pendent of  the  Crown  in  all  its  proceedings  upon  Bills,  and  has,  as 
a  standing  and  perpetual  record  of  this  privilege,  provided  by  its 
orders  that  at  the  commencement  of  every  Session  some  Bill  is  to 
be  TeaAproJbrmd  before  the  House  proceeds  to  consider  the  matters 
for  which  the  Crown  has  summoned  Parliament  as  announced  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 

3rdly,  Because  to  enact  that  the  consent  of  the  Crown  must 
be  first  given  before  either  House  of  Parliament  can  adjourn  a  Bill 
to  a  time  which  the  law  considers  fit  and  expedient  is  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  this  standing  order,  and  an  unconstitutional  abandon- 
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ment  of  this  privilege,  which  is  not  jasilj  called  for  by  any  of  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill^  inasmuch  as  every  Bill  so  adjonmed  will  be, 
as  fiEur  as  the  Crown  is  concerned,  as  much  lost  for  the  Session  as 
if  it  had  been  thrown  out  or  stopped  by  prorogation;  and  as  it 
must  be  agreed  to  by  both  Houses  in  the  ensuing  Session  before  it 
can  be  presented  for  the  royal  assent,  the  adjournment  cannot  be 
held  to  prejudice  or  interfere  with  the  Queen's  prerogative  in  any 
way,  unless  the  House  is  prepared  to  admit  that  the  Crown  has  a 
right  to  determine  the  time  which  either  House  shall  give  to  the 
consideration  of  a  Bill  before  it  passes  it. 

4thly,  Because,  although  by  this  Bill  the  Crown  does  not 
abandon  any  control  over  legislation  which  it  at  present  possesses, 
the  House  which  shall  have  passed  any  adjourned  Bill  does  waive 
its  right  to  amend  the  same,  however  desirous  it  may  be  of  doing 
so,  in  the  ensuing  Session,  and  is  unquestionably  the  party  most 
affected  by  such  adjournment ;  and  the  authority  which  this  Bill 
gives  to  two  of  the  estates  of  the  realm  in  a  matter  of  legislation, 
to  the  exclusion  of  the  third,  and  that  the  one  most  interested,  is 
contrary  to  and  subversive  of  the  Constitution  of  this  Kingdom. 

5thly,  Because,  moreover^  if  the  Crown  should  at  any  time  be 
led  to  imagine  that  Bills  so  adjourned  will  differ  in  any  point 
affecting  the  royal  prerogative  from  those  to  be  introduced  and 
passed  in  the  ensuing  Session^  it  still  retains  the  power  of  rendering 
all  the  proceedings  on  such  adjourned  Bills  void,  by  proroguing 
Parliament  after  a  five  minutes'  Session  at  any  convenient  period 
during  the  recess. 

6thly,  Because,  although  the  objection  stated  in  my  protest 
against  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  that  under  certain  circum- 
stances adjourned  Bills  would  appear  to  have  received  the  sanction 
of  the  Crown  and  one  House  of  Parliament  only,  has  been  removed 
by  the  introduction  of  a  clause  by  which  the  assent  of  the  House 
which  shall  have  passed  any  adjourned  Bill  is  declared  necenary 
for  the  passing  of  the  same  in  the  ensuing  Session,  this  enactment 
is  contrary  to  the  principle  on  which  the  Bill  is  founded,  and  on 
which  alone  it  can  be  supported,  namely,  that  all  the  proceedings 
had  and  taken  in  the  former  Session  on  any  Bill  so  adjourned  shall 
be  held  to  be  as  good  and  valid  to  all  intents  and  purposes  as  if 
they  had  occurred  in  the  then  Session,  and  is  moreover  in  itself 
contradictory  and    dangerous  ;    contradictory  in    that  while    it 


A.D.  1848.  PROTESTS.  84r 

deelaree  the  renewed  assent  of  the  other  House  necessary  to  the 
principle  and  general  object  of  the  measure,  on  which  there  is 
eomparatively  small  chance  of  a  change  of  opinion,  it  deprives 
that  House  of  the  power  of  amending  a  single  detail,  on  which  a 
diange  of  opinion  is  &r  more  likelj  to  have  occurred ;  and  dangerous 
in  that  it  introduces  into  the  proceedings  of  Parliament  for  the  first 
time,  and  by  positive  enactment,  the  unconstitutional  principle  that 
the  assent  of  one  of  the  Houses  shall  be  given  to  a  Bill  by  a  single 
resolution  only. 

Tthly,  Because  I  consider  this  Bill  unnecessary,  as  I  have  never 
yet  known  any  well-conceived  measure,  prepared  and  brought  in  by 
persons  who  understood  the  subject-matter  thereof,  and  who  knew 
while  drawing  it  what  they  wanted  to  secure  by  it,  which  did  not, 
however  numerous  its  enactments  may  have  been,  receive  a  ready, 
speedy,  and  efficient  consideration  and  decision  from  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  in  the  same  Session  in  which  it  has  been  introduced. 

8thly,  Because  I  consider  that  the  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to 
encourage  the  introduction  at  a  late  period  of  the  Session  of  Bills 
hastily  framed,  as  aknost  all  are  which  are  prepared  during  the 
sitting  of  Parliament,  with  the  intention  of  passing  them  through 
one  House  only,  in  which  they  can  generally  then  receive  only  a 
very  imperfect  consideration. 

9thly,  Because  the  other  class  of  Bills  most  likely  to  be  adjourned 
will  be  those  which  £rom  being  composed  of  numerous  and  ill- 
digested  clauses  have  met  with  just  delay  in  their  progress  through 
Parliament,  which  Bills  ought  always  to  be  thrown  out  or  to  drop 
with  the  Seasdon,  in  order  that  they  may  be  re-introduced  in  the 
ensuing  Session  in  an  improved  form,  and  with  such  amendments 
as  the  expression  of  public  opinion  upon  the  measure  in  the  mean- 
time may  have  suggested ;  for,  according  to  my  experience,  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  amend  satisfactorily  any  Bill  of  considerable 
detail  which  has  been  originally  carelessly  and  imperfectly  prepared. 

lothly.  Because  all  the  objects  which  it  is  proposed  to  obtain  by 
this  Bill  may  be  as  effectually  and  &,t  more  conveniently  secured  by 
resolutions  and  orders  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  and 
particularly  if  the  Commons  could  be  induced  to  abate  the  undue 
extent  to  which  they  have  been  accustomed  to  carry  their  unques- 
tionable and  constitutional  privil^^  of  originating  all  measures  of 
supply  for  the  public  service  of  the  country,  and  would  agree  to 
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receive  from  this  House  public  or  private  Bills  which  may  contain 
rating  or  taxing  clauses  for  the  purposes  of  local  or  genend 
improvement,  whereby  the  transaction  of  business  by  both  Houses 
would  be  greatly  fiusilitated. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

For  the  last  reason,  which  of  itself  I  consider  quite  sufficient  to 
prove  that  the  Bill  is  unnecessary  and  inexpedient. 

John  Campbell,  Lord  CampbelL 

DCOCXXXVL 

June  9,  1848. 

A  Bill  for  registering  Births,  Deaths,  and  Marriages  in  Scotland  was 
introduced  into  the  Lords  by  Lord  Campbell, — see  Halisard,  Third  Series, 
vol.  xcix,  p.  567.  The  Bill  passed  the  Lords,  but  was  dropped  in  the 
Commons.    The  following  protest  was  entered  agunst  the  second 


1st,  Because  this  Bill  creates  a  cumbersome  and  expensive 
machinery  to  do  that  which  may  easily  be  accomplished  by  the 
means  at  present  in  existence. 

andly,  Because  the  greater  part  of  the  charge  of  this  machinery 
is  thrown  upon  the  poor's  rates,  an  impost  which,  for  obvious  reasons, 
should  be  kept  exclusively  for  its  legitimate  object. 

3rdly,  Because  this  Bill  enacts  penalties  upon  p^*sons  for  omitting^ 
to  do  that  which  in  some  instances  it  is  physically  impossible  for 
them  to  accomplish. 

4thly,  Because  the  discretionary  power  lodged  in  the  Registrar 
Greneral  of  remitting  penalties,  though  rendered  necessary  by  some 
clauses  in  the  Bill,  is  too  arbitrary,  and  may  lead  to  abuse. 

5thly,  Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  likely  to  prove 
especially  oppressive  to  the  poorest  classes  in  the  more  remote 
districts,  who  can  scarcely  be  expected  to  derive  any  benefit  from 
its  provisions. 

6thly,  Because,  though  the  advantage  of  obtaining  a  correct 
reg^istry  be  admitted,  this  advantage  may  be  too  dearly  purchased 
by  subjecting  all  persons  to  so  vexatious  a  system  of  r^ulations. 

Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 

William  Rollo,  Lord  BoUo. 

Charles  Murray  Cathcart,  Earl  Cathcart 
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DCCCXXXVII. 

July  20,  1848. 

An  Act  for  the  amendment  of  the  law  of  entail  in  Scotland  was  intro- 
dnced  into  the  House  of  Commons,  and  passed  without  any  serioua 
obstacle.  In  the  Lords  it  also  passed  without  a  diyision.  It  is  1 1  and 
la  Yictoria,  cap.  36.     It  contains  53  clauses. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  on  the  third  reading. 

1st,  Because  this  Bill  proceeds  on  a  preamble  in  which  an  exag- 
gerated view  is  stated  of  the  evils  produced  to  the  community  at 
large  by  the  existing  law  of  entail. 

andly.  Because,  in  order  to  remedy  these  evils,  the  second  and 
third  clauses  of  the  Bill  deal  in  an  unprecedented  manner^  unwar- 
ranted by  any  real  necessity,  with  the  vested  rights  of  heirs 
substitute  and  of  heirs  in  remainder  under  existing  entaib  even 
of  the  longest  standing ;  whereas  the  real  necessity  of  the  case  is 
sufficiently  met  by  those  provisions  of  the  Bill  which  purport  to  give 
relief  to  the  possessors  of  entailed  estates  from  the  pressure  created 
under  the  Acts  of  the  loth  G^rge  III,  cap.  51,  and  the  5th  George 
rV,  cap.  87  (commonly  called  the  Montgomery  and  Aberdeen  Acts), 
and  all  risk  of  evil  and  inconvenience  from  the  operation  of  the 
principle  of  perpetuity  in  future  ^atails  is  sufficiently  provided 
against  by  the  first  clause. 

3Tdly,  Because  of  the  hardship  and  injustice  thus  eventually 
inflicted,  in  some  instances  on  near  relations,  and  in  other  instances 
on  persons  not  having  a  remote  interest  in  the  succession  to 
entailed  estates. 

4thly,  Because  to  sanction  this  very  great  change  in  the  law 
of  succession  to  landed  property  in  Scotland,  and  this  extensive 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  parties  having  vested  interests,  without 
any  adequate  necessity,  will  hereafter  form  a  dangerous  precedent, 
and  is  inconsistent  with  the  character  this  House  has  ever  main- 
tained as  the  guardian  of  such  rights  and  interests. 

Thomas  Hamilton,  Lord  Melros  (Earl  of  Haddington). 
Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 
Walter  Francis  Montagu   Douglas  Scott,  Earl  of  Donoaster 
(Duke  of  BucdeucJb). 

For  the  third  reason^  which  appears  to  me  to  apply  to  the 
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provisions  of  this  Bill,  though  not  necessarily  to  an  alteration  of 
the  law  of  entail  in  Scotland. 

John  Stuart  Wortley,  Lord  Whamcli£Eb. 

DCCCXXXVIII. 

July  81,  1848. 

By  the  first  draught  of  1 1  and  1 2  Victoria,  cap.  47,  the  landowner  whe 
evicted  any  poor  in  Ireland  was  ohliged  to  give  seven  days'  notice,  hefore 
the  writ  of  eviction  was  executed,  to  the  relieving  officer  of  the  electoral 
district  where  the  tenement  should  he  situate,  under  a  penalty  of  £20. 
The  relieving  officer  was  bound  to  assist  the  evicted  person  for  not  more 
than  a  month.  Unroofing  a  dwelling  was  made  a  misdemeanour,  and  the 
Act  was  made  to  apply  to  Crown  estates  in  Ireland.  The  Lords  altered 
the  notice  to  twelve  hours  c^fier.  The  Commons  disagreed,  and  put  in 
forty-eight  hours  before^  and  to  this  the  Lords  assented. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because,  although  the  Commons  have  agreed  to  several 
very  important  amendments  made  by  this  House  in  the  evicted 
Poor  Bill,  the  enactment  is  continued  which  substitutes  the  name 
of  the  parish  or  barony,  electoral  division  and  townland^  on  which 
a  writ  of  hahere  or  decree  is  proposed  to  be  served^  for  a  list  of  the 
actual  names  of  the  persons  who  have  been  ejected^  and  not 
reinstated  in  their  possession. 

2ndly,  Because^  from  the  size  of  many  of  these  denominations  of 
lands^  a  notice  of  the  names  of  the  lands  will  fail  to  communicate 
to  the  relieving  officers  the  information  which  they  require  in 
order  to  examine  into  the  several  cases  of  distress  which  may 
arise^  and  therefore  to  enable  them  to  decide  what  relief  should 
be  granted. 

3rdly^  Because  it  appears  more  consonant  with  sound  legislation 
to  give  a  notice  which  will  be  intelligible  and  effectual^  though 
necessarily  given  twelve  hours  after  the  eviction  shall  have  taken 
place,  than  a  notice^  unintelligible  and  delusive,  served  forty-eight 
hours  before  such  eviction. 

4thly,  Because,  even  if  the  relieving  officers  were  enabled  by  a 
communication  of  the  name  of  the  lands  to  ascertain  all  the  parties 
who  were  liable  to  eviction  under  the  writ  of  habere  or  decree,  tiiis 
knowledge  would  be  no  sufficient  g^de  in  order  to  determine  what 
parties  may  ultimately  lose  the  possession  of  their  houses  or  lands, 
and  may  thus  be  entitled  to  apply  for  relief. 
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Sthly^  Because,  in  all  cases  in  wMch  ejectments  are  brought  for 
non-payment  of  rent,  it  is  impracticable  to  ascertain  beforeliand 
whether  at  the  latest  moment  the  process  may  not  abate  by  the 
payment  of  rent  on  behalf  of  the  tenant. 

6thly,  Because,  in  many  cases  in  which  ejectments  are  brought 
for  establishing  title,  the  tenants,  on  giving  up  possessiou,  are 
immediately  after  restored  to  their  respective  occupations,  and  in 
both  cases  notices  will  require  to  be  served  on  the  relieving  officer 
when  no  claim  for  relief  under  this  Bill  can  by  possibility  arise. 

7thly^  Because  it  is  inexpedient  and  dangerous  to  sanction  a 
general  departure  from  the  ordinary  law  and  practice  upon  state- 
ments made  ex-parte  of  special  cases  of  alleged  oppression,  and, 
more  especially,  where  the  proposed  change  creates  an  important 
difference  between  the  law  of  Ireland  and  that  of  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kiugdom. 

8thly^  Because,  whilst  on  these  accounts  the  amendments  made 
by  the  Commons  are  open  to  many  serious  incidental  objections, 
the  legitimate  object  of  the  Bill,  namely,  the  relief  of  the  really 
destitute  evicted  poor,  will  be  made  more  uncertain  and  more 
difficult  than  if  the  Bill  had  continued  in  the  form  agreed  to  by 
tiiis  House^  and  thus  it  will  be  rendered  less  effectual  for  the 
purposes  contemplated  by  the  Legislature  in  its  enactment. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

DCCCXXXTX. 

August  25,  1848. 

An  Act  for  the  Protection  and  Improvement  of  Salmon,  Trout,  and 
other  inland  Fisheries  in  Ireland  received  the  royal  assent  on  the  a  5th 
of  August  (11  and  la  Victoria,  cap.  92).  It  contains  forty-three  clauses. 
The  fisheries  are  put  under  Uie  management  of  conservators,  annually 
dected  by  those  who  hold  a  fishing  licence.  The  Act  passed  botJi 
Houses  without  a  division. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  a  Bill  of  this  nature,  dealing  with  various  and 
conflicting  rights,  ought  not  to  have  been  forced  forward  for  the 
adoption  of  Parliament  in  the  absence  of  nearly  every  peer  connected 
with  Ireland,  and  at  a  period  when  it  is  nearly  impossible  to  give 
the  subject  due  consideration. 

2ndly^  Because  the  Bill  is  founded  on  a  principle,  not  only 
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unprecedented^  but  indefensible,  oppreBcdye,  and  discretionary, 
powers  of  taxation  being  vested,  not  in  the  owners  of  property, 
but  in  conservators  chosen  by  persons  who  may  for  the  most  part; 
possess  no  property  whatsoever,  and  whose  only  qualification  is  the 
payment  of  a  licence  duty  for  the  use  of  a  fishing  rod  or  net. 

3rdly,  Because  a  system  of  annual  election  by  a  constituency  not 
required  to  possess  a  property  qualification  cannot  fail  to  lead  to 
confusion,  mismanagement,  and  strife,  when  appUed  to  the  govern- 
ment  of  a  district  which  like  that  of  the  Shannon  may  extend  for 
several  hundred  miles. 

4thly,  Because  the  imposition  of  an  annual  licence  duty  leviable 
from  the  poorer  class  of  fishermen,  and  exceeding  the  total  value  of 
the  cots  and  nets  employed  by  them,  is  grievous  and  oppressive, 
calculated  to  deprive  many  honest  and  industrious  persons  of  their 
means  of  livelihood^  at  a  time  of  unexampled  distress,  and  which 
cannot  fail  to  produce  just  discontent,  leading  to  acts  of  violence 
and  resistance  to  the  law. 

jthly,  Because  the  imposition  of  an  invariable  tax  on  all  Scotch 
weirs,  without  any  reference  to  their  relative  value,  is  unjust  and 
unequal,  and  will  in  many  instances  act  as  a  prohibition  against  a 
mode  of  fishing  which  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  Great  Britain  has 
been  found  profitable  and  productive,  and  which  tax  is  a  violation 
of  all  the  rights  of  property. 

6tlily,  Because  the  power  of  levying  a  tax  of  10  per  cent,  on 
the  rated  value  of  any  description  of  fishery  is  iniquitous  and 
unjust,  and  is  the  less  defensible  at  a  period  when  Parliament  has 
withheld  its  assent  from  an  additional  property  tax  of  2  per  cent, 
though  stated  by  responsible  ministers  to  be  required  by  the 
exigencies  of  the  State. 

7thly,  Because  the  appointment  by  Act  of  Parliament  of 
inspectors  of  fisheries,  to  hold  the  additional  office  of  Commis- 
sioners, is  inconsistent  with  all  sound  principles  of  administration, 
the  same  individuals  being  called  on  to  discharge  conflicting  duties, 
to  issue  orders  as  Commissioners,  to  execute  those  orders  as 
inspectors,  and  finally  to  decide  and  to  report  on  the  manner 
in  which  they  have  themselves  executed  their  own  ministerial 
duties. 

8thly,  Because  it  is  not  shown,  or  even  suggested^  that  this 
extraordinary  Bill  has  been  sanctioned  or  recommended  by  the 
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Commissioners  of  Irish  fisheries,  the  official  functionaries  appointed 
under  a  recent  Statute  to  report  annually  to  the  Legislature  and  to 
Parliament  on  this  subject. 

9thlj,  Because  on  these  grounds  the  Bill  is  unwise  and  unjust; 
oppressive  to  the  poor,  partial  in  its  bearing  on  the  more  wealthy, 
destructive  to  industry,  and  inconsistent  with  the  rights  of 
property;  and  is  therefore  likely  to  create  just  feelings  of  dis- 
content in  Ireland,  when  that  country  is  thus  made  the  subject 
and  the  victim  of  a  legislative  experiment  which  could  never  have 
been  proposed,  much  less  carried,  in  relation  to  the  analogous 
interests  of  Great  Britain. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 


DCCCXL. 

Mabch  5^  1849. 

A  Bill  providing  certain  alterations  ia  the  Scotch  law  of  marriage  was 
introduced  in  the  Lords  on  the  6th  of  February,  shortly  after  the  Session 
commenced,  Lord  Campbell  taking  charge  of  the  Bill  on  behalf  of  the 
(Government  The  object  was  at  once  to  do  away  with  Gretna  Green 
marriages,  by  providing  that  Scotch  marriages  should  be  valid  only  when 
performed  before  a  clergyman,  or  when  contracted  before  a  public  c^cer. 
It  was  chiefly  opposed  by  Lord  Aberdeen.  It  passed  the  Lords  without 
a  division,  but  was  Dearly  lost  in  the  Commons  on  the  9th  of  July.  The 
Gk)vemment  subsequently  withdrew  the  Bill.  The  following  protest  was 
entered  on  the  third  reading. 

ist,  Beeause  the  object  of  the  Bill  has  been  regarded  with  general 
and  long-continued  disapprobation  throughout  Scotland;  and  it  is 
impolitic,  without  urgent  necessity^  to  outrage  the  feelings  of  the 
people  in  a  matter  by  which  their  social  condition  may  be  deeply 
affected. 

2ndly,  Because  it  has  not  been  shown  that  any  evils  exist  in 
Scotland  arising  from  the  present  state  of  the  law  of  marriage 
sufficient  to  justify  this  proposed  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
Legislature. 

3rdly,  Because  while  the  Bill  professes  to  maintain  the  principle 
of  the  law  of  Scotland  that  marriage  is  a  civil  contract  to  be 
formed  by  a  mutual  consent  deliberately  given,  it  is  inconsistent 
and  unjust  to  declare  that  the  most  indisputable  proof  of  such 
consent  shall  be  of  no  avail  without  the  formality  of  registration, 
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4thly,  Because  the  Bill  imposes  restraints  upon  the  marriages  of 
the  poor,  which  it  is  their  natural  right  freely  to  contract,  and,  by 
subjecting  the  exercise  of  this  right  to  such  restraints,  there  is 
reason  to  fear  that  the  measure  will  be  attended  with  consequences 
injurious  to  their  happiness  and  their  morals. 

George  Goirdon,  Viscount  Gk>rdon  (Earl  of  Aberdeen). 

DCCCXLL 

May  8,  1849. 

Navigation  laws,  regulating  the  commerce  between  England  and 
foreign  countries,  in  favour  of  home-built  vessels  manned  by  British 
subjects,  and  having  the  indirect  object  of  developing  seamen  for  the  navy, 
had  been  enacted  from  the  time  of  Henry  VII  down  to  Charles  IL  The 
Queen's  Speech  (on  the  ist  of  February)  commended  these  laws  to  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  and  a  Bill  was  brought  in  by  the  Gt>vemment 
relaxing  many  of  the  restraints  put  on  commerce.  This  was  after  some 
amendments  ultimately  passed,  12  and  13  Victoria,  cap.  29.  The  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  was  carried  in  the  Lords  by  173  to  163.  See  Hansard, 
Third  Series,  vol.  cv,  p.  i. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted  on  this  occasion. 

1st,  Because  the  Navigation  Laws  are  founded  in  justice  and 
sound  policy,  have  been  proved  by  long  experience  to  be  eminently 
beneficial,  and  are  essential  to  the  maritime  superiority  of  this 
country,  and  therefore  to  its  insular  defence. 

^ndly.  Because  the  national  defence,  which  is  admitted  to  be 
imperfect,  and  which  excites  so  much  attention  and  anxiety,  could 
not  be  effectually  secured  without  encouraging  the  employment  and 
protecting  the  rights  of  British  seamen,  and  consequently  without 
preserving  in  their  full  extent  the  principles  of  the  Navigation 
Laws. 

3rdly,  Because  national  independence  is  of  paramount  importance, 
and  ought  not  to  be  endangered  from  any  considerations  of  pecuniary 
advantage  which  might  be  expected  to  arise  from  the  proposed 
alteration  of  those  laws. 

4thly,  Because  any  pecuniary  advantage  which  might  accrue 
to  some  classes  of  the  community  &om  the  proposed  measure 
would  be  attended  with  great  loss  to  many  other  classes,  with 
manifest  injustice  to  them,  and  with  incalculable  injury  to  the 
national  welfare. 
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5thl7)  Because  the  shipping  interest,  and  all  the  various  classes 
which  are  dependent  upon  it  for  support,  would  be  grievously 
injured  by  the  proposed  measure^  by  which  a  large  and  most 
valuable  portion  of  the  British  trade  would  be  transferred  to 
foreigners,  whose  ships  are  built>  repaired,  manned^  and  victualled 
at  a  much  smaller  expense  than  British  vessels. 

6thly^  Because  the  proposed  measure  would  also  transfer  to 
foreigners  the  employment  which  British  workmen  have  hitherto 
found  in  shipbuilding,  and  would  drive  into  the  service  of  foreigners 
many  British  seamen,  who  by  their  skill  and  valour  have  always 
conferred  inestimable  benefits  on  this  country,  and  are  eminently 
entitled  to  its  gratitude. 

Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  Earl  Stanhope. 


DCCCXLII. 

May  11,  1849. 

A  Bill  was  introduced  by  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
further  assistance  to  the  destitute  poor  in  certain  Irish  Unions,  and 
ultimately  became  12  and  13  Victoria,  cap.  24.  It  was  strongly  opposed 
in  the  second  reading,  chiefly  by  the  Irish  Peers,  and  was  carried  by  two 
votes  only,  48  to  46.  It  had  been  previously  debated  in  the  Commons 
for  four  nights,  and  been  carried  by  193  to  138.  See  for  the  Lords' 
debate,  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cv,  p.  258 ;  for  the  Commons',  vol. 
ciii,  p.  1308  ;  vol.  civ,  p.  68. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  on  the  second  reading. 

ist,  Because  this  Bill  is  not  only  inconsistent  with  the  just 
principles  on  which  a  system  for  the  relief  of  destitution  ought 
in  reason  to  be  founded,  but  is  also  contrary  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to  consider  and  to  report  on  the 
question  of  the  Irish  Poor  Law,  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  the 
witnesses  examined,  the  greater  number  of  whom  have  had  expe- 
rience in  poor  law  administration,  and  are  unbiassed  by  local  ties  or 
interests^  contrary  to  the  expressed  judgment  of  a  great  majority  of 
the  representatives  of  Ireland  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament^  and  to 
the  petitions  &om  various  Irish  counties^  cities^  grand  juries,  and 
boards  of  guardians  presented  to  this  House,  and  because  it  is 
also  wholly  unsupported  by  any  English  precedent,  analogy,  or 
experience. 
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2ndly,  Because  a  general  rate  in  aid  must  necessarily  lessen 
the  motives  for  administering  local  relief  with  the  justice  due  to 
the  poor,  and  the  economy  due  to  the  rate-payers,  being  in  this 
respect  unfavourable  to  the  success  of  the  poor  law,  and  to  the 
character  and  industry  of  the  people  ;  it  is  therefore  unwise. 

3rdly,  Because  a  rate  in  aid  cannot  but  act  as  a  penalty  on  those 
owners  and  occupiers  who  have  improved,  and  as  a  discouragement 
to  those  who  are  endeavouring  to  improve,  their  lands,  thus  check- 
ing the  investment  and  diminishing  the  productiveness  of  capital, 
and  lessening  the  demand  for  labour,  in  both  cases  interfering  with 
the  natural  advancement  of  Irish  interests  and  the  prosperity  of  the 
labouring  classes  ;  it  is  therefore  inexpedient  and  oppressive. 

4thly,  Because  a  rate  in  aid  must  lessen  the  motives  for  self- 
reliance  and  individual  exertion,  thereby  acting  fatally  on  the 
character  of  the  Irish  people ;  it  is  therefore  objectionable  on  moral 
grounds. 

5thly,  Because  a  general  rate  in  aid  cannot  be  fairly  levied 
according  to  one  uniform  percentage  in  a  country  where,  as  in 
Ireland,  the  valuation  of  property  has  been  proved  to  be  unequal ; 
it  is  therefore  manifestly  unjust. 

6thly,  Because  it  is  proposed  to  confide  its  collection  and  appro- 
priation to  the  discretion  of  public  officers  holding  during  pleasure, 
unconnected  with  the  rate-payers  either  by  election  or  responsibi- 
lity ;  it  is  therefore  unconstitutional. 

7thly,  Because  the  estimate  of  the  produce  of  the  rate  in  aid  laid 
before  this  House  is  founded  on  a  valuation  taken  in  many  cases 
before  the  famine,  and  exceeding  the  present  value  of  rateable 
property,  and  it  cannot  therefore  be  considered  as  evidence  of  the 
amount  likely  to  be  raised  under  this  Bill ;  it  is  therefore  illusory. 

8thly,  Because  the  estimate  includes,  not  only  the  still  solvent 
parts  of  Ireland,  but  those  districts  where  the  local  means  are 
already  exhausted,  and  where,  consequently,  the  imposition  of  an 
additional  burden  by  way  of  rate  in  aid  becomes  manifestly 
impracticable ;  it  is  therefore  irrational  and  deceptive. 

9thly,  Because  the  experience  of  the  last  year  has  proved  that 
in  twenty-one  unions  of  Ireland  out  of  the  total  number  of  130, 
the  excess  of  relief  required  exceeded  by  upwards  of  ^26^^000^ 
the  amount  of  rate  collected,  independently  of  funds  provided  for 
the  support  of  children  in  schools  by  the  British  Association,  and 
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the  munificent  charity  administered  by  the  Society  of  Friends  and 
other  public  bodies  and  individuals,  to  which,  if  the  debt  due 
from  those  unions  be  now  added,  it  would  appear  that  even  if 
the  rate  in  aid  could  have  been  generally  and  successfully  levied 
it  would  have  been  insufficient  to  meet  the  wants  of  the  last  year ; 
it  will  therefore  be  still  more  inadequate  for  the  present  when  the 
destitution  is  greater  and  the  local  resources  are  less. 

lothly,  Because  the  enactment  of  a  legislative  measure  which 
fails  to  answer  the  expectation  of  its  framers,  and  which  disappoints 
the  hopes  of  the  people  in  averting  or  greatly  mitigating  human 
suffering,  tends  to  lessen  the  confidence  which  ought  to  be  felt  in 
the  wisdom  or  good  intentions  of  Parliament ;  it  is  therefore 
impolitic. 

I  ithly,  Because  the  imposition  of  a  tax  capable  of  undefined 
extension  in  amount  and  prolongation  in  time,  however  guarded 
by  the  solemn  and  repeated  declarations  of  the  framers  of  the  Bill 
against  any  increase  beyond  two  and  a  half  per  cent.,  or  any 
continuance  beyond  the  period  of  two  years,  leads  to  uncertainty 
and  distrust,  affecting  the  value  of  all  property  and  the  cultivation 
of  the  soil ;  it  is  therefore  economically  indefensible. 

i^Uily,  Because  the  enforcement  of  a  rate  in  aid  in  those  parts  of 
Ireland  where  the  poor  law  has  hitherto  been  most  successfully 
administered,  and  where  the  rates  have  hitherto  been  most  cheer- 
fully paid,  may,  on  the  judgment  of  intelligent  and  experienced 
witnesses,  fail  in  its  object  of  procuring  funds  for  the  relief  of  the 
distressed  districts,  whilst  it  operates  injuriously  in  the  more 
prosperous  parts  of  Ireland,  by  disorganizing  the  present  system 
of  relief;  it  is  therefore  inconsistent  with  a  wise  and  enlightened 
humanity. 

I3thly,  Because  the  passing  of  an  Act  which,  has  never  been 
proposed  for  England,  contrary  to  all  evidence,  and  to  the  expressed 
prayer  of  the  petitions  presented  from  Ireland,  and  contrary  to  the 
recorded  judgment  of  the  great  majority  of  the  Irish  representatives 
in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  may  be  fatally  wrested  into  an 
argument  against  the  connexion  between  the  two  countries,  and 
against  the  trust  which  ought  to  be  placed  in  the  impartiality  and 
justice  of  the 'Imperial  Legislature ;  it  is  therefore  dangerous  to  the 
stability  of  that  union  on  which  the  safety  of  the  British  Empire 
depends. 
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I4thl7,  Because  the  Bill  has  heen  not  only  undefended^  but  has 
been  actually  condemned  in  debate  by  its  framers. 

i5thly,  Because^  without  attempting  to  provide  a  remedy  for  the 
evils  of  pauperism,  this  Bill  makes  an  insufficient  provision  for  the 
support  of  paupers,  and  affords  but  a  delusive  security  for  any 
advances  which  may  be  made  by  the  Treasury  under  the  authority 
of  its  unwise  and  ill-considered  provisions. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

John   Edward  Ck>mwallis  Rous,   Earl   of  Stradbroke,   to  all 

excepting  for  the  sixth  reason. 
Richard  Butler,  Earl  of  Glengall. 
George  Charles  Bingham,  Earl  of  Luoan. 
Albert  Edward  King,  Viscount  Lorton. 
Richard  Handcock,  Lord  Castlemaine. 
George  John  Browne,  Lord  Monteagle  (Marquis  of  Sligo). 
George  Montagu,  Duke  of  Manchester. 
William  Parsons,  Earl  of  Boese. 
Henry  Robert  Westenra,  Lord  Bossmore. 
Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell. 
Henry   Francis    Seymour    Moore,    Lord   Moore    (Marquis   of 

Drogheda). 
Eyre  Massey,  Lord  Clarina. 

DCCCXLIII,  DCCCXLIV. 

May  18,  1849. 

The  third  reading  of  the  Irish  Rate  in  Aid  Bill  was  taken  on  this  day. 
After  debate  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cv,  p.  638),  the  third  reading 
was  carried  by  37  to  29,  besides  29  pairs. 

The  following  protests  were  entered. 

1st,  Because,  when  some  of  the  local  communities  which  have 
been  constituted  for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  poor  become 
incapable  of  their  functions,  and  are  disabled  by  distress  from 
performing  the  duties  with  which  they  have  been  charged,  it 
appears  to  me  that  it  is  unjust  to  call  upon  other  similar  local 
communities  entirely  unconnected  with  them  to  take  upon  them- 
selves the  burden  of  maintaining  the  poor  of  those  communities, 
in  addition  to  their  own,  for  whose  maintenance  they  have  been 
already  rated,  and  whom  they  have  already  maintained. 

andly.  Because  in  such  a  case  it  is  the  duty  of  the  great  national 
community  to  supply  the  defect  arising  from  the  acknowledged 
incapacity  of  the  local  communities. 
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John  Fitzgibbon,  Lord  FLtsgibbon  (Earl  of  Clare). 

Charles  William  Fitzwilliam,  Earl  EitzwiUiam. 

William  Parsons,  Earl  of  Basse. 

Charles  Marsham,  Earl  of  Homney. 

William  Lennox  Lascelles  Fitzgerald  De  ErOs,  Lord  De  Bob. 

Robert  Jocelyn,  Lord  Clanbrassil  (Earl  of  Roden). 

Qeorge  John  Browne,  Lord  Monteagle  (Marquis  of  Sligo)^ 

Henry  Francis  Hepbume  Scott,  Lord  Folwarth. 

William  Forward  Howard,  Earl  of  Wicklow. 

Otway  O'Connor  Coffe,  Earl  of  Desart. 

For  this  reason,  in  addition  to  the  reasons  assigned  in  the  protest 
against  the  second  reading  of  this  Sill : 

Because  it  appears^  from  the  best  sources  of  information  at  present 
available^  that  Ireland  pays  a  larger  percentage  on  her  income  to 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  than  Great  Britain,  while  she  sustains  a 
much  heavier  proportional  amount  of  local  taxation. 
The  first  proposition  is  thus  proved : 

The  revenue  of  Great  Britain  (see  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer's Speech,  Ridgway,  1849,  page  la),  i^a5o,ocx),ooo. 

Gross  income  of  Ireland^  calculated  by  Mr.  John  Stewart, 
witness  before  Committees  of  Lords  and  Commons  of  Poor 
Law,  under  i^ao,ooo,ooo. 

The  revenue  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  is  upon  the  average 
^5a,cxx),ooo,  and  that  sum  divided  in  the  proportion  of  250 
to  20,  gives, 

«s?47,ooo,ooo  as  Great  Britain's  fair  proportion  ; 
i^4,i6o,ooo,  as  Ireland's  fair  proportion. 
But  Ireland  actually  has  paid,  first,  her  revenue  collected  in 
Ireland,  ^4^164,0,64,  (see  Parliamentary  Paper,  May  1844, 
No.  113,  page  3,  Average  of  Ten  Years  from  1835  to  1844, 
both  inclusive,)  a  little  above  her  fair  proportion ;  and,  secondly, 
the  duties  on  tea,  tobacco,  and  other  articles  which  have  been 
consumed  in  Ireland,  the  duties  having  been  previously  col- 
lected in  the  ports  of  Great  Britain  instead  of  the  Irish  ports^ 
also  the  tax  on  income  drawn  over  to  Great  Britain,  altogether 
amounting  to  a  large  sum.  Unfortunately  it  seems  impossible, 
vrith  the  data  at  present  available,  to  form  any  but  a  very 
loose  estimate   of  the   amount.     Some  have  guessed  it  at  a 

■  Lord  Monteagle  signs  as  Marquis  of  Sligo,  but  he  is  entered  on  the  Journals  by 
his  proper  title  in  the  House. 
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million  ;  others  at  more ;  it  may  have  been  less.  However, 
the  amount,  whatever  it  may  have  been,  has  all  been  paid  in 
excess  of  Ireland's  &ir  proportional  contribution  to  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  That  Irish  income,  to  a  certain  extent  exempt 
from  income  and  assessed  taxes,  should  nevertheless  have  con- 
tributed a  larger  proportional  amount  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer than  English  income,  may  at  first  sight  appear 
strange ;  but  when  it  is  recollected  that  the  amount  collected 
by  indirect  taxation  does  not  depend  solely  on  the  amount 
of  income  taxed,  the  difficulty  will  disappear,  and  a  slight 
consideration  of  the  special  circumstances  will  show  that  the 
result  might  have  been  ct  priori  anticipated. 
The  second  proposition,  that  Ireland  is  more  heavily  taxed  for 
local  purposes  than  England,  is  thus  proved : 

Rateable  property  of  England     .      .       .       ^io5,ooo,ocx) 

Local  taxation 12,000,000 

(For  both,  see  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's 
Speech,  Ridgway,  1S49,  pages  10,  11,  12), 
just  28.  3|^.  in  the  pound. 
Rateable  property  of  Ireland  (reduced  one- 
fourth,  according  to  Mr.  Griffith's  evidence       .         9,898,566 

Local  taxation  of  Ireland,  poor  rates  expended 
1848 1,855,841 

County  cess,  average  of  three  years,  deducting 
cost  of  police  force 1,142,30* 

Repayment  of  relief  expenses  for  ten  years, 
each  year 272,821 

3,270,964 
If  to  this  we  add  repayment  of  relief  expenses 
under  the  Burgoyne  Commission,  one  year  .       .  953^35^ 

4,224,315 
just  8*.  4d.  in  the  pound,  or  nearly  four  times  the  local  taxation 
of  England. 

As  the  expenses  of  the  Burgoyne  Commission  have  only 
been  paid  in  due  course  in  districts  where  the  pressure  was  not 
very  severe,  and  practically  the  repayment  will  be  extended  in 
other  districts  over  two  or  more  years,  some  little  deduction 
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should  be  made  on  that  account^  and  therefore  we  may  take 

the  local  taxation  of  Ireland  at  8«. 
There  seems  to  be  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  estimates  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  Mr.  Stewart  are  correct,  within 
yery  narrow  limits,  and,  under  such  circumstances^  to  have  made 
Ireland  a  separate  area  of  taxation,  and  to  have  imposed  an 
additional  tax  which,  by  further  diminishing  employmeut,  will 
augment  the  severe  privations  under  which  the  labourers  and 
tradesmen  even  in  many  of  the  more  favoured  districts  of  Ireland 
are  rapidly  sinking,  appears  to  be  unjust. 

William  Parsons,  Earl  of  Bosse. 


DCCCXLV,  DCCCXLVl. 

June  12,  1849. 

The  following  protests  were  entered  against  the  third  reading  of  the 
Navigation  Bill.  The  debate  may  be  found  in  Hansard,  Third  Series, 
voL  cvi,  p.  II.  An  attempt  was  made  by  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  ("Wilber- 
force)  to  introduce  a  clause  excluding  Spain  and  Brazil  from  the  Act,  in 
consequence  of  their  connection  with  the  slave  trade.  This  amendment 
was  negatived  by  23  to  9.  The  second  protest  is  Lord  Stanley's  (the  late 
Earl  of  Derby). 

1st,  Because  England's  extensive  mercantile  marine  is  the  best 
nursery  for  British  sailors,  and  is  the  foundation  of  England's  proud 
dominion  over  the  seas. 

2ndly,  Because  this  measure^  by  giving  a  direct  encouragement 
to  foreign  sailors,  to  foreign  shipwrights,  and  to  foreign  shipping, 
will  speedily  lead  to  the  loss  of  that  dominion. 

3rdly,  Because  England's  present  naval  superiority  is  her  best 
security  against  foreign  foes ;  that  this  rash  and  reckless  measure, 
which  reaches  the  climax  of  free  trade,  which  at  this  time  is 
bringing  ruin  upon  all  the  great  interests  of  this  Empire,  will 
undoubtedly  destroy  that  naval  superiority,  and  must  be  regarded 
by  all  rational  men  as  an  act  of  national  insanity  and  of  national 
suicide* 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winohilsea  and  Not- 
tiAgham. 


362  PROTESTS.  a.d.  1849. 

I8t,  Because  the  Bill,  while  professing  to  amend  the  laws  for  the 
encouragement  of  British  shipping  and  navigation,  virtoally  repeals 
those  laws  under  the  protection  of  which  the  mercantile  marine  of 
this  country  has  attained  its  present  eminence. 

sndly.  Because  such  repeal  was  not  called  for  by  any  State 
necessity  nor  by  public  opinion,  which,  on  the  contrary,  has  mani- 
fested itself  universally  and  unequivocally  as  hostile  to  the  measure. 

3rdly^  Because  any  minor  inconveniences  to  which  British 
commerce  may  be  subjected  by  the  operation  of  the  existing  laws 
might  easily  have  been  obviated  by  modifications  and  amendments 
not  inconsistent  with  the  maintenance  of  their  general  principle. 

4thly,  Because  the  Bill  fails  to  secure  to  the  shipping  and 
commerce  of  this  country  in  foreign  ports  advantages  equivalent  to 
those  which  it  confers  upon  the  shipping  of  foreign  countries. 

5thly,  Because  it  surrenders  gratuitously^  and  without  any 
possible  equivalent,  to  all  foreign  countries,  the  trade  between  the 
United  Kingdom  and  its  widely  spread  colonies  and  dependencies^ 
in  which  trade  a  very  large  proportion  of  our  shipping  and  seamen 
is  constantly  and  profitably  employed. 

6thly,  Because  by  the  concession  of  the  indirect  carrying  trade 
between  the  United  Kingdom  and  all  foreign  ports,  any  one  nation 
which  may  be  able  to  rival  us  in  building,  manning,  and  sailing 
ships,  will  be  enabled  to  enter  into  successful  competition  with  us 
throughout  the  world,  and  thus  lay  the  foundation  of  a  maritime 
superiority  which  it  is  essential  to  this  country  to  retain^and  which 
it  was  the  especial  object  of  the  Navigation  Laws  to  prevent  any 
foreign  powers  from  acquiring. 

7thly,  Because  the  Bill  directly  encourages  the  competition  of 
foreign  labour,  and  tends  to  diminish  the  demand  for  British 
seamen,  British  shipwrights,  mechanics,  and  artisans,  unduly  to 
lower  the  amount  of  their  wages,  and  greatly  to  discourage  the 
employment  of  British  industry. 

8thly,  Because  the  permission  to  register  as  British,  ships  built 
in  foreign  ports,  will  inevitably  lead  to  a  great  transfer  of  capital 
to  those  foreign  ports,  and  to  the  infliction  of  serious  injury  upon 
the  ship-building  establishments  of  this  country,  and  the  various 
branches  of  industry  connected  therewith,  by  which,  in  time  of 
peace,  employment  is  given  to  large  numbers  of  our  fellow  subjects, 
and  the  assistance  of  which,  in  time  of  war,  has  been  found  indis- 
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pensable  to  the  maintenance  of  the  strength  and  efficiency  of  the 
royal  navy. 

9thly,  Because  the  Bill,  by  exposing  British  ship-owners  to 
unlimited  competition  with  those  of  foreign  countries,  while  it 
leaves  them  subject  to  restrictions  from  which  their  rivals  are 
exempt,  holds  out  strong  inducements  to  them  to  sail  under  a 
foreign  flag,  with  foreign-built  ships,  and  foreign  seamen,  to  the 
manifest  injury  of  the  best  interests  of  the  country. 

lothly,  Because  the  royal  navy  is  mainly  dependent  for  its 
efficiency  upon  the  commercial  marine  and  the  classes  of  the 
community  connected  therewith ;  and  this  Bill,  by'  discouraging 
the  employment  of  British  ship-builders,  ships,  and  seamen,  tends 
directly  to  the  reduction  of  the  commercial  marine,  and  thereby  to 
the  diminution  of  that  naval  strength  which  is  the  main  foundation 
of  the  greatness  of  this  country  and  the  surest  defence  of  its 
independence. 

Edward  Geoffirey  Smith  Stanley,  Lord  Stanley. 

Stapleton  Cotton,  Viscount  Combermere. 

William  Dancombe,  Earl  of  Feversham. 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winohilsea  and  Not- 

tingham. 
Percy    Clinton    Sydney    Smith,    Lord    Fenshurst    (Viscount 

Strangford). 
Henry  Richard  Greville,  Earl  Brooke  and  Warwick. 
Edward  Bootle  Wilbraham,  Lord  Skelmersdale. 
Alexander  George  Eraser,  Lord  Saltoiin. 
James  Brownlow  William  Gascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Saliabuiy. 
George  Kenyon,  Lord  Eenyon. 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
Archibald  William   Montgomerie,    Lord  ArdroBsan   (Earl   of 

Eglinton). 
Thomas  Robert  Brummond  Hay,  Lord  Hay  (Earl  of  Kinnoul). 
Charles  Abbot,  Lord  Ck>lohe8ter. 
John  Edward  Comwallb  Rous,  Earl  of  Stradbroke. 
Otway  O'Connor  Cuffe,  Earl  of  Desart 
Richard  PlantageDct  Temple  Nugent  Brydges  Chandos  Grenville, 

Bake  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos. 
Charles  Augustus  Bennet,  Earl  of  Tankerville. 
Henry  Felham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 
Philip  Charles  Sidney,  Lord  De  Lisle  and  Dudley. 
Horatio  Nelson,  Earl  Nelson. 
George  John  Milles,  Lord  Sondea 
Henry    Francis    Seymour    Moore,    Lord   Moore    (Marquis    of 

Drogheda). 
Edward  Law,  Earl  of  EUenborough. 
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Richard  Butler,  Earl  of  Glengall. 

William  David  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

George  Gordon,  Lord  Meldnun  (Earl  of  Abojne). 

Henry  Maxwell,  Lord  Famham. 

James  Howard  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmeflbmy. 

Henry  John  Chetwynd  Talbot,  Earl  Talbot 

George  William  Richard  Fermor,  Earl  of  Fomfret. 

Thomas  Egerton,  Earl  of  Wilton. 

James  Thomas  Brudenell,  Earl  of  Cardigan. 

Henry  Vane,  Duke  of  Cleveland. 

Henry  Somerset,  Duke  of  Beaufort. 

James  Bernard,  Earl  of  Bandon. 

George  Augustus   Frederic   Charles   Holroyd,  Lord    ShefELeld 

(Earl  of  Sheffield). 
John  George  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 
William  LBgge,  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 
Henry  Hall  Gage,  Lord  Gkkge  (Viscount  Gage). 
Henry  'William  Poulett,  Lord  Bayning. 
Brownlow  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Exeter. 
Charles  Fitzroy,  Lord  Southampton. 


DCCCXLVII. 

June  10,  1850. 

By  13  and  14  Victoria,  cap.  59,  new  constitutions  were  given  to  the 
Ausbralian  Colonies.  During  the  passage  of  the  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  Messrs.  Scott  and  Lowe,  the  former  apparently  acting  as  agent  for 
the  Colony,  and  the  latter  subsequently  a  well-known  member  of  the  English 
Parliament,  petitioned  against  the  Bill,  and  prayed  to  be  heard  by 
counsel.  A  motion  founded  on  the  petition,  to  the  effect  that  counsel 
should  be  heard,  was  rejected  by  33  to  25,  and  a  proposal  of  the  Bishop 
of  Oxford  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  by  34  to  21.  See 
Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cxi,  p.  943. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because  it  is  unjust  to  refuse  hearing  petitioners  who  allege 
that  they  are  deeply  interested  by  property  and  otherwise  in 
the  Australian  Colonies,  and  that  they  will  be  greatly  prejudiced 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  should  it  pass 
into  a  law  in  its  present  shape. 

andly,  Because  this  refusal  to  hear  counsel  is  contrary  to 
precedents  laid  down  by  the  House  in  analogous  cases^  more 
especially  on  the  5th  of  February,  1838,  when  the  agent  of  the 
Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  was  heard  against  the  Canada  Grovem- 
ment  Bill,  and  on  the  28th  of  June,  1839,  when  the  agent  for 
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Jamaica,  as  well  as  counsel  for  private  petitioners,  were  heard 
against  the  Jamaica  Bill. 

3rdly,  Because  this  refusal  to  hear  petitioners  who,  from  former 
residence  in  Australia,  from  the  possession  of  property  there,  and 
from  the  political  functions  with  which  they  have  been  entrusted, 
have  a  claim  to  be  heard,  is  peculiarly  injurious  in  a  case  like  the 
present^  where  a  Bill  is  under  consideration  containing  enactments 
not  defended  on  their  own  merits,  but  by  an  assertion  of  the  state 
of  feeling  in  the  Colony,  and  of  the  degree  of  acceptance  which 
those  enactments  have  received. 

4thly,  Because  it  is  salutary  and  most  politic  at  all  times,  and 
more  especially  in  cases  where  the  interests  of  great  and  distant 
Colonial  communities  are  involved,  to  prove,  by  the  course  adopted 
in  Parliament,  that  this  House  acts  with  wise  caution  and  con- 
sideration, and  will  be  ready  to  receive  all  information  that  is 
tendered  on  behalf  of  those  subjects  of  her  Majesty  who,  though 
not  directly  represented  in  the  Imperial  Legislature^  are  entitled  to 
claim  our  sympathy  and  our  protecHon. 

5thly,  Because  we  are  fearful  that  this  refusal  to  hear  the 
petitioners^  and  the  rash  and  precipitate  prosecution  of  this  Bill 
in  the  absence  of  the  information  tendered,  but  rejected,  cannot 
but  produce  local  discontent,  and  may  suggest  an  inference  that 
the  Imperial  Parliament  is  careless  or  indifferent  in  respect  to  a 
measure  on  which  depends  the  future  well-being  of  the  Australian 
Colonies,  and  the  establishment  of  a  legislature  founded  upon  those 
constitutional  principles  which  have  been  found  in  the  mother 
country  the  best  securities  to  liberty  and  to  order. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

John  Wodehouse,  Lord  Wodehouse. 

George  William  Fox  Einnaird,  Lord  Kinnaird  and  Boesiev 


DCCCXLVIIL 

June  25,  1850. 

By  a  charter  of  John^,  the  shrievalty  of  Westmoreland  was  granted 
to  Bobert  de  Veteripont  or  Vipont.  It  had  descended  to  the  Tuftons 
by  the  marriage  of  an  Earl  of  Thanet  with  the  heiress  of  the  Cliffords, 

'  The  charter  may  be  found  in  Hardy's  Patent  RoUs,  p.  ay.  It  is  dated  the  3i8t 
of  March,  1203  at  Bouen.    The  grant  is  *  quamd{u  nobU  placuerU* 
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Earls  of  Cumberland.  The  earldom  of  Thanet  became  extinct  in  June 
1849,  and  a  temporary  Act  was  at  once  passed  (12  and  13  Victoria, 
cap.  42),  to  meet  the  immediate  emergency.  But  Lord  Thanet  had 
devised  the  shrievalty  to  a  remote  kinsman,  and  as  it  was  doubtful 
whether  such  a  devise  was  valid,  a  further  Bill  (13  and  14  Victoria, 
^P-  30),  was  carried  vesting  the  office  in  the  Crown. . 
The  following  protest  was  entered. 

Because  in  the  Preamble  of  this  Bill  it  is  stated  that  the 
hereditary  oflSce  of  High  Sheriff  of  Westmoreland  granted  by 
King  John  to  Robert  de  Veteripont  and  his  heirs  descended  to 
Henry  Earl  of  Thanet  lately  deceased,  and  was  exercised  and 
enjoyed  by  him  at  the  time  of  his  death,  descendible  to  his  heirs ; 
and  that  the  said  Henry  devised  the  said  office  by  will  to  Kichard 
Tufbon,  with  divers  remainders  over  ;  and  that  doubts  have  arisen 
whether  the  said  office  passed  by  such  devise,  or  whethei;  on  the 
death  of  the  said  Earl  of  Thanet  it  became  vested  in  his  heir  or 
heiress  at  law,  or  whether  it  escheated  to  the  Crown;  and  the 
Bill  proceeds  summarily  to  determine  these  doubts  and  to  vest 
the  said  office  forthwith  and  for  ever  in  her  Majesty,  her  heirs 
and  successors. 

Because  thus  to  deprive  a  subject  of  a  very  honourable  and 
high  office,  held  by  inheritance  during  a  period  of  between  six 
and  seven  hundred  years,  without  consent  obtained,  or  capable 
of  being  obtained  until  the  said  doubts  shall  have  been  determined, 
and  without  even  providing  any  recompence  for  the  same,  is  unjust, 
contrary  to  all  precedent,  dangerous  to  the  rights  of  all  property 
and  especially  to  the  tenure  of  offices  of  honour  and  titles. 

Because  the  right  course  would  be  to  extend  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  passed  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament  which  enabled 
her  Majesty  to  appoint  a  High  Sheriff  of  Westmoreland  for  a 
year  in  order  to  afford  time  for  the  aforesaid  doubts  and  rights 
to  be  settled  and  ascertained,  and  that  her  Majesty,  her  heirs 
and  successors,  should  be  empowered  to  appoint  to  the  said  office 
until  such  doubts  and  rights  shall  have  been  lawfully  determined. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
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DCCOXLIX. 
July  19,  1850. 

Some  parts  of  the  Factory  Act  of  1847  ^^''^  found  to  be  defective 
or  unworkable.  Hence  the  Government  inteoduced  a  Bill  to  cover  these 
defects.  As  the  Bill  passed  through  committee,  the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
moved  certain  words,  the  effect  of  which  would  be  to  make  the  Act  a 
Ten  Hours  Bill.  This  was  rejected  by  52  to  30.  On  the  19th  of  June, 
when  the  Bill  came  up  for  third  reading  the  Duke  moved  its  rejection, 
but  did  not  press  his  motion  to  a  division. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  the  Ten  Hours  Act  provides  no  further  limitation  of 
the  hours  of  labour  of  women  and  young  persons  in  factories  than 
that  which  custom  has  assigned  as  the  fair  limit  of  the  working 
man's  labour  throughout  this  Kingdom. 

Because  the  proposal  for  a  Ten  Hours  Act  has  been  the  subject 
of  parliamentary  inquiry  for  the  last  thirty  years;  and  because 
the  Parliament,  after  passing  divers  Acts  to  limit  the  hours  of 
labour  in  factories,  declared  to  her  Majesty  in  person,  in  the  year 
1847^  that  it  had  been  found  necessary  to  the  social  condition  of 
females  and  young  persons  engaged  in  factories  to  adopt  the  limit 
contained  in  the  Act  of  that  year  known  as  the  Ten  Hours  Act. 

Because  the  Ten  Hours  Act  has  been  found  in  practice  to  have 
produced  the  effects  that  the  Parliament  anticipated  and  intended, 
inasmuch  as  it  is  declared  by  the  clergy,  the  medical  profession^ 
and  a  large  part  of  the  masters,  that  it  has  promoted  the  morality, 
the  healthj  and  the  social  improvement  of  the  factory  hands ;  and 
because  it  is  impolitic  in  the  highest  degree  to  tamper  with  an 
enactment  that  has  already  produced  consequences  so  beneficial. 

Because  the  spirit  of  the  Ten  Hours  Act  having  been  infringed 
by  a  few  masters^  owing  to  an  unintentional  omission  of  words 
in  the  Factory  Act  of  1844^  the  factory  hands  had  a  right  to 
call  upon  the  Legislature  to  amend  its  own  error^  and  give  them 
an  Act  not  open  to  evasion;  and  because  it  is  inconsistent  with 
the  honour  of  Parliament  to  answer  that  call  by  depriving  the 
applicants,  as  the  Bill  does,  of  a  part  of  that  valuable  time  that 
was  avowedly  intended  to  be  secured  to  them  for  their  own  use 
by  the  Ten  Hours  Act. 

Charles  Lennox,  Duke  of  Bichmond. 


368  PROTESTS.  a.d.  1850. 

DCCCL. 
August  5,  1860. 

A  motion  was  made  in  the  Lords,  *  that  an  humble  address  be  presented 
to  her  Majesty,  to  request  that  her  Majesty  would  be  graciously  pleased 
to  order  that  there  be  laid  before  this  House  a  return  of  how  much 
of  the  £38,000  and  upwards,  savings  on  the  Civil  List  for  the  year  ending 
the  5th  of  April,  1850,  arises  from  the  salaries,  pensions,  and  allowance.* 
The  motion  was  negatived.  There  is  no  account  of  motion,  debate,  or 
protest  on  the  subject  Id  Hansard.  The  motion  is  closely  like  that  which 
was  made  more  than  twenty  years  afterwards  in  the  Commons  by  Sir 
Charles  Dilke.  For  Lord  Brougham's  opinions  on  the  general  qu^tion, 
see  his  British  Constitution,  chap,  xvii,  adjmem. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  the  Civil  List  ajrangement  is  framed  upon  state- 
ments laid  before  Parliament  with  the  ftill  knowledge  of  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  those  statements  being  in  the  nature 
of  estimates  upon  which  the  grant  of  income  is  to  be  made. 

andly.  Because  those  statements  contain  a  minute  detail  of  the 
expenses  for  which  provision  is  made,  including  the  salaries  of 
officers  and  even  the  wages  of  servants,  and  the  grant  is  made 
on  the  supposition  by  all  parties  to  the  arrangement  that  such 
salaries  are  to  be  always  paid. 

3rdly,  Because,  even  as  to  the  other  heads  of  expenditure  pro- 
vided for^  there  is  an  understanding  of  all  parties  that  nearly  the  same 
sums  will  be  required  during  the  continuance  of  the  arrangement. 

4thly^  Because  no  supposition  ever  entered  the  mind  of  Parliament 
in  making  the  grant  that  large  savings  were  to  be  effected  out 
of  the  income  granted ;  and,  on  the  contrary^  the  accumulation 
of  wealth  in  the  hands  of  that  sovereign  is  wholly  alien  to  the 
spirit  of  our  Constitution^  which  requires  the  monarch  to  be 
dependent  upon  Parliament  for  the  Revenue  by  which  his  State 
and  dignity  shall  be  supported. 

5thly^  Because  any  such  accumulation  by  means  of  savings 
upon  the  Civil  List  has  a  direct  tendency  to  diminish  the  splendour 
and  impair  the  dignity  of  the  Crown,  and  so  to  defeat  the  very 
purposes  of  the  grant. 

6thly,  Because  for  these  reasons  it  is  the  undoubted  right  of 
Parliament  to  obtain  information  from  time  to  time  touching  the 
amount  of  the  savings  under  the  several  heads  of  the  Civil  List 
expenditure,  and  the  rather  because  if  there  were  a  deficit  instead 
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of  a  saying,  Parliament  would  be  of  course  applied  to  for  aid^ 
whereas  the  public  never  can  directly  benefit  by  any  surplus, 
how  considerable  soever. 

7thly,  Because  the  amount  of  such  savings  must  form  an 
important  matter  in  considering  the  applications  from  time  to 
time  made  for  parliamentary  aid  in  the  establishment'  of  the 
younger  branches  of  the  royal  family  during  the  reign  of  the 
sovereign,  to  whom  the  grant  of  the  Civil  List  income  was  made, 
as  well  as  in  future  arrangements  which  the  wisdom  of  Parliament 
may  make  with  respect  to  the  rights  and  claims  of  the  Crown. 

Sthly^  Because  no  possible  risk  to  the  subsistence  of  the  Civil 
List  arrangement  made  with  the  sovereign  at  the  commencement 
of  the  present  reign  can  arise  from  giving  the  information  sought, 
and  there  can  be  no  indelicacy  in  disclosing  the  amount  of  the 
savings  supposed  on  good  ground  to  have  been  effected,  inasmuch 
as  thdbe  savings  must  by  law  be  made  known  to  departments 
of  the  Government  which  are  under  no  obligation  to  conceal  them, 
and  it  must  be  make  known  under  which  head  of  the  Civil  List 
expenditure  the  saving,  if  any,  has  been  made,  or  the  deficiency, 
if  any,  has  arisen. 

9thly,  Because  the  accounts  before  Parliament  appear  to  state 
the  amount  of  the  savings ;  for  example,  .3^38,750  for  the  year 
ending  5th  of  April,  1850 ;  and  if  this  is  an  incorrect  statement, 
or  if  in  reality  the  statement  bears  reference  to  some  other  matter 
than  that  which  it  seems  to  regard,  justice  to  all  parties  requires 
that  this  should  be  explained  and  set  right;  but  if,  as  appears, 
such,  savings  have  been  effected,  there  can  be  no  reason  why 
Parliament  should  not  be  informed  of  the  branches  of  expenditure 
on  which  they  have  been  so  effected. 

lothly.  Because  it  appears,  that  independent  of  the  Civil  List 
revenue,  and  of  <5€*ia,ooo  paid  last  year  into  the  privy  purse  from 
the  revenue  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  j^29,ooo  have  been  paid 
from  the  revenues  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  for  the  service  of 
the  Duke  of  Cornwall,  a  service  which  at  that  illustrious  prince's 
tender  age  can  hardly  require  so  large  a  provision,  and  no  one  has 
ever  contended  that  into  such  an  expenditure  Parliament  has  not 
both  the  right  fully  to  inquire  and  the  practice  of  so  inquiring. 

Henry  Brougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vauz. 

VOL.  III.  B  b 
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DCCCLI,  DCCCLIL 

August  6,  1850. 

The  Parliamentary  Voters  Bill  (Ireland),  is  13  and  14  Victoria,  cap.  69. 
The  Lords  had  made  amendments  in  the  Bill,  some  of  which  the  CommoDB 
had  retained,  others  they  had  struck  out.  Two  of  these  were — the  Bill 
as  it  came  originally  to  the  Lords  required  an  £8  qualification,  which  the 
Lords  altered  to  £  15  ;  and  the  system  of  registration  was  in  the  origintl 
Bill  automatons,  which  had  been  altered  to  one  of  claim  and  application. 
The  Commons  conceded  a  franchise  of  £12,  and  insisted  on  the  self- 
registration  principle.  Lord  Stanley  moved  that  the  Lords  insist  on 
their  amendments,  but  was  defeated  by  126  to  115. 

The  following  protests  were  entered  against  concession. 

Because  a  rate  of  qualification  fixed  at  £1%  will  extend  the 
franchise  to  a  large  number  of  persons  unqualified  for  a  beneficial 
exercise  of  that  privilege,  and  cannot  fidl  to  subvert  the  l^itimate 
influences  of  property  in  elections,  and  render  the  power  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  paramount  and  irresistible. 

Otway  O'Connor  Cuffe,  Earl  of  Desart. 

William  WQloughby  Cole,  Lord  Orinstead  (Earl  of  Enniskillen). 

Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  CashelL 

Richard  Butler,  Earl  of  Glengall. 

1st,  Because  the  self-acting  registration  will  be  productive  of 
great  and  serious  evib,  by  forcing  a  larg^  number  of  persons 
from  the  neutrality  in  which  they  had  sought  an  escape  firom 
political  agitation,  and  by  exposing  them  to  influences  which  they 
have  not  yet  acquired  courage  to  resist. 

2ndly,  Because,  requiring  a  claim  to  be  made  in  some  instances 
and  dispensing  with  it  in  others,  the  action  of  the  provisions 
relating  to  this  subject  will  be  unequal  and  unjust. 

Otway  O'Connor  Cuffe,  Earl  of  Desart. 

WiUiam  Willoughby  Cole,  Lord  Grinstead  (Earl  of  EnniskUlen). 

Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  CasheU. 

Bichard  Butler,  Earl  of  Qlengall. 

DCCCLIII. 

August  12,  1850. 

The  Act  13  and  14  Victoria,  cap.  102,  consolidated  a  number  of  Acts 
relating  to  offences  in  which  magistrates  have  a  summary  jurisdiction  in 
Ireland    The  Act  gave  powers  to  act  to  a  sbgle  justice.    This  was 
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objected  to,  and  an  amendment,  requiring  the  presence  of  two  justices 
at  lesati  was  proposed.  This  was  n^;atived,  and  the  following  protest 
Was  inserted. 

Because  it  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  law  and  constitution 
that  offences  which  till  within  a  very  recent  period  could  only  be 
tried  before  a  jury,  and  sentences  of  corporal  punishment,  imprison- 
ment, and  fine,  which  could  only  be  pronounced  by  a  regularly 
constituted  Court,  should  be  brought  by  a  perpetual  enactment, 
and  enf6rced  throughout  all  Ireland,  under  the  jurisdiction  of  a 
single  justice  of  the  peace. 

2ndly,  Because  this  change  in  the  law  renders  offences  punishable 
by  a  single  justice  in  Ireland,  which  in  England  cannot  be  disposed 
of  except  by  a  bench  of  magistrates,  and  that  such  irreconcilable 
enactments,  where  the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  people  are 
concerned,  are  little  calculated  to  strengthen  the  administration 
of  the  law  and  the  union  between  the  two  countries. 

3rdly,  Because  it  is  to  be  feared  that  in  many  cases  this  enact- 
ment will  tend  to  render  the  attendance  of  magistrates  at  petty 
sessions  less  constant  and  regular  than  at  present,  and  also  to 
intrust  the  magisterial  functions  of  this  Bill  to  the  stipendiary 
officers  of  the  Crown,  a  result  unconstitutional  in  itself  and 
dangerous  to  the  national  character,  which  depends  on  the  per- 
formance of  duty,  public  as  well  as  private,  for  its  development 
and  its  improvement. 

4thly,  Because,  although  this  extension  of  summary  judicial 
power  to  magistrates  acting  singly  may  be  necessary  in  certain 
districts  where  ruin  and  misery  have  been  produced  by  the 
recurrence  of  famine  during  the  last  five  years,  and  where  these 
evils  have  been  increased  and  prolonged  by  impolitic  laws,  passed 
against  all  sound  principle  and  persevered  in  against  all  experience, 
no  justification  or  excuse  is  thus  afforded  for  a  perpetual  and  general 
enactment  extending  over  all  Ireland. 

5thly,  Because  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Legislature,  in  providing  for 
those  exceptional  cases  where  the  number  of  magistrates  has  become 
insufficient  in  consequence  of  national  calamities  and  improvident 
l^slation,  to  limit  the  operation  of  the  first  section  of  the  Act  to 
such  parts  of  Ireland  only,  and  to  such  a  period,  as  render  this 
deviation  firom  the  true  principles  of  judicial  administration 
necessary  and  therefore  justifiable. 

B  b  2 
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6thl7,  Because  it  is  always  dangerous  and  often  fatal  to  abandon 

the  sound  principles  of  the  law  and  of  the  Constitution  in  order  to 

meet  a  pressing  and  local  emergency,  which  is  the  only  motive  that 

can  be  suggested  for  the  enactment  of  the  first  section  of  this 

Bill. 

Thomas  Spring  Rioe,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
Stephen  Moore,  Earl  of  Mount  Cashell. 

DCCCLIV. 

July  22,  1861. 

The  Pope's  Bull,  creating  a  number  of  sees  in  England,  was  issued  on  tiie 
24th  of  September,  1850.  On  the  4th  of  October,  Lord  John  Russell  wrote 
his  celebrated  Durham  Letter.  Parliament  was  opened  on  the  4th  of 
February,  and  allusion  was  made  to  the  hcta  in  the  Queen's  Speech*  In 
consequence  a  Bill  was  introduced,  and  though  opposed  at  every  stage, 
was  carried  by  large  majorities  in  the  Commons.  It  inflicted  a  penalty 
of  £  100  on  offenders,  if  the  consent  of  the  English  or  Irish  Attorney- 
General,  or  the  Scotch  Lord  Advocate,  allowed  the  prosecution.  The  Act 
was  a  dead  letter,  and  was  repealed  in  187 1  {34  and  35  Victoria,  cap. 
53),  after  an  unsuccessful  attempt  in  1870.  The  second  reading  was 
taken  on  the  21st  of  July  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cxviii,  p.  1063), 
and  carried  on  the  22nd  of  July,  by  265  to  26,  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen 
leading  the  opposition.  The  Act  is  14  and  15  Victoria,  cap.  60.  Lord 
Winchilsea  did  not  vote  with  the  majority. 

1st,  Because  this  Bill,  which  is  confined  to  a  paltry  penalty  of 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  is  utterly  unworthy  of  the  magnitude 
of  the  wrong  which  it  professes  to  redress. 

2ndly,  Because  the  insult  which  has  been  ofiered  to  our  sovereign^ 
and  to  the  religious  feeling  of  this  great  Protestant  people,  called 
for  the  immediate  withdrawal  of  the  insoledt  Papal  Bull  which 
conveyed  the  outrage,  and  for  the  banishment  from  our  shores  of 
all  who  had  assumed  titles  and  dignities  in  this  country  conferred 
by  a  foreign  power. 

3rdly,  Because  a  Bill  which  embraces  neither  of  these  two  points 
is  utterly  useless,  and  will  bitterly  disappoint  and  justly  exasperate 
the  g^eat  Protestant  feeling  of  this  country,  which  has  shown  itself 
so  strongly  through  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  in  a 
manner  which  entitled  it  to  a  far  greater  consideration  than  that 
which  it  has  met  with  at  the  hands  of  the  Legislature. 

George  William  Finch  Hatton,  Earl  of  Winohilflea  and  Not- 
tingham. 
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DCCCLV. 

July  25,  1851. 

The  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act  passed  through  Committee  on  this  day. 
Yarioos  amendments  are  proposed,  as  to  exclude  Ireland  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  and  to  include  Scotland,  with  a  view  of  prohibiting 
the  assumption  of  territorial  titles  by  the  Scotch  Episcopal  Church ;  but 
all  were  negatived. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because,  whilst  ready  to  uphold  and  to  defend  the  rights 
and  prerogative  of  our  most  gracious  Sovereign,  and  the  honour 
and  the  independence  of  our  country  against  all  aggression^  we 
do  not  feel  ourselves  justified  in  supporting  a  Bill  which  trenches 
on  that  religious  freedom  which  her  Majesty  has  been  pleased  to 
assure  us  4t  is  her  desire  and  firm  determination,  under  God's 
blessing,  to  maintain  unimpaired,'  which  it  has  been  the  object  of 
the  Legislature  during  the  last  sixty  years  to  extend  and  to  secure, 
and  which  now  happily  forms  a  fundamentel  part  of  our  Consti- 
tution,  and  is  inseparably  bound  up  with  our  civil  liberties. 

andly,  Because  it  is  irreconcilable  with  the  spirit  and  with  the 
letter  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Belief  Act,  to  impose  new  and  to 
increase  existing  penalties,  falling  exclusively  on  the  members  of 
one  religious  communion ;  and  our  objection  to  this  fatal  course  is 
augmented  when  it  is  announced  that  this  Bill  may  lead  to  other 
measures  of  a  similar  character,  in  case  the  stringency  of  its 
provisions  is  not  found  sufficient  to  answer  the  purposes  of  its 
framers. 

3rdly,  Because  we  view  with  alarm  the  declaratory  enactments 
of  this  Bill,  undefined  'as  they  are,  in  their  legal  consequences, 
rendering  solemn  antecedent  Acts  and  public  instruments  imlawful 
and  void,  and  rendering  unlawful  and  void,  likewise,  all  the 
'jurisdiction,  authority,  pre-eminence,  or  title,'  derived  from  such 
Acts  and  instruments. 

4tbl7,  Because  these  alarms  are  increased  from  the  want  of  any 
clear  definition  in  this  Bill  fixing  the  incidence  and  the  limits  of 
its  penalties,  thus  creating  all  the  dangers  which  must  ever  attend 
vague  and  uncertain  laws,  exposing  the  Boman  Catholic  laity  to 
wrong  and  privation,  interfering  with  the  jurisdiction  and  eccle- 
siastical functions  of  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy,  and  leaving  it  d 
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matter  of  grave  doubt  whether  both  parties  may  not  be  exposed  tD 
criminal  prosecution  as  well  as  to  civil  penalty. 

5thly,  Because  it  is  irreconcilable  with  the  wise  policy  of  late 
years,  shown  in  the  repeal  of  barbarous  penalties  contained  in 
ancient  and  intolerant  laws,  to  revive  and  give  robustness  and 
energy  to  a  severe  penal  Statute,  passed  nearly  500  years  back, 
enforced  only  once  since  its  enactment^  and  that  in  the  year  1607, 
in  a  case  which  we  are  informed  is  of  doubtful  authority. 

6thly,  Because  we  cannot  reconcile  the  Charitable  Bequests  Act, 
wl^ich  recognises  the  status  and  existence  of  Roman.  Catholic 
archbishops  and  bishops  and  their  successors,  officiating  and  exer- 
cising episcopal  functions  in  Irelai^d,  with  this  Bill,  which  inter- 
feres directly  with  the  appointment  of  such  archbishops  and 
bishops,  and  declares  the  official  instruments  and  official  acts 
required  for  suph  appointmepits,  as  ^ell  as  '  all  jurisdiction,  au- 
thority, pre-eminence,  or  title '  derived  therefrom,  to  be  mdawfid 
and  void  ;  nor  is  this  difficulty  ren^oved  by  the  saving  clause,  which 
leayes  it  doubtful  whether  the  fourth  section  may  not  defeat  other 
portions  of  the  Bill,  or  whether  the  general  import  of  the  Bill  may 
Qot  deprive  that  saving  cl^us^  of  its  efficacy. 

7thly,  Because  it  seems  illogical,  inexpedient,  and  unjust,  when 
the  Rescript  or  Letters  Apostolical  of  the  Pope,  of  the  a9th  of 
S^ptember,  1850,  are  relied  on  as  the  cause  and  justification  of  this 
Bill,  that  we  should  extend  its  restraints  to  a  part  of  her  Majesty's 
dominions  to  which  that  Rescript  has  not  any  possible  application. 
8thly,  Bepause  it  has  been  admitted  in  debate,  on  high  legal 
liuthority,  that  the  penalties  of  this  Bill  are  limited  to  what  are 
described  as  being  'pretended  sees,'  whilst  other  sees  or  districts 
are  subjected  only  to  the  less  severe  provisions  of  the  loth  George 
IV,  cap.  7.  It  therefore  follows  that  a  diflFerent  state  of  law  will 
^xist  in  England  and  in  Ireland,  as  well  as  in  different  parts  of 
Ireland,  producing  anomalies  and  contradiptions  incompatible  with 
sound  legislation,  the  severity  of  the  law  and  its  penalties  not 
varying  according  to  the  nature  of  the  imputed  offence,  but 
according  to  the  geographical  limits  within  whiph  such  imputed 
offence  may  haye  been  committed. 

gthly.  Because,  if  it  should  be  true,  as  has  been  stated  in  debate 
by  the  supporters  of  this  Bill,'  that  if  it  becomes  a  law  it  cannot  be 
parried  into  effect,  but  must  remain  ^a  dead  letter,'  we  consider 
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that  it  is  still  more  inconsistent  with  sound  legislation  to  pass  a 
Bill  which,  without  giving  any  security  whatever,  tampers  with  all 
the  principles  of  religious  freedom,  creates  discontent  and  alarm, 
and  by  bringing  the  law  into  contempt  lessens  its  fore«  and  rightftil 
authority. 

lothly,  Because  a  determined  resistance  has  been  offered  to  all 
suggestions  made  during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  for  the  correction 
even  of  obvious  and  verbal  errors,  as  weU  as  for  the  amendment  of 
certain  provisions  of  which  no  justification  has  been  attempted ; 
and  because  the  reason  assigned  for  taking  this  course,  arising 
from  the  possible  inconvenience  and  delay  apprehended  if  this  Bill 
were  returned  to  the  House  of  Commons,  is  inconsistent  with  the 
free  deliberations  of  this  House,  and  derogatory  to  its  just  rights 
and  authority  as  a  branch  of  the  Legislature. 

iithly^  Because,  upon  these  grounds,  we  cannot  but  consider 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  to  be  most  inexpedient  and  most  unjust. 
We  consider  it  ill-adapted  to  protect  either  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  or  the  independence  of  our  country,  whilst  calculated  to 
revive  civil  strife  and  sectarian  dissensions ;  we  protest  against  it 
likewise  as  a  departure  from  those  high  principles  of  religious 
liberty  to  which  our  greatest  statesmen  have  devoted  their  intellect, 
iheir  genius,  and  their  noblest  exertions. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

George  Charles  Mostjn,  Lord  Vaux  of  Harrowden. 

Thomas  Alexander  Fraser,  Lord  I«ovat. 

Thomas  Stonor,  Lord  Camoys. 

George  John  Browne,  Lord  Monteagle  (Marquis  of  Sligo). 

Gkorge  William  Fox  Kinnaird,  Lord  Kinnaird  and  Bossie. 

Arthur  James  Plunkett,  Earl  of  FingalL 

Francis  William  Caulfield,  Lord  Charlemont  (Earl  of  Charle- 

mont). 
Nathaniel  Clements,  Lord  Clements  (Earl  of  Leitrim)^. 
William  Bernard*  Petre,  Lord  Fetre. 
John  Evelyn  Pierrepont  Dormer,  Lord  Dormer. 
Charles  Stourton,  Lord  Stourton. 
Henry  Benedict  Arundell,  Lord  Arundell  of  Wardour. 

*  Lord  dements  is  entered  nnder  his  prc^r  title  in  the  Journals.    He  signs  as  Earl 
of  Leitrim. 
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DCCCLVI. 

July  28,  1851. 

The  market  in  Smithfield  had  long  been  a  dangerous  nuisance,  and  its 
removal  was  imperatiyelj  demanded  long  before  legislation  was  attempted. 
In  1 85 1,  however,  an  Act  was  passed  (14  and  15  Victoria,  cap.  61), 
constituting  a  Metropolitan  Cattle  Market  Commission,  which  was  to 
erect  a  new  market.  The  following  protest  expresses  some  of  the  objec- 
tions taken  on  the  report  of  the  Select  Committee.  (See  Biuosard,  Third 
Series,  vol.  cxviii,  p.  1562.) 

ist,  Becanse,  when  the  House  in  1835  put  questions  to  the 
judges  as  to  the  legal  rights  and  claims  of  the  city  in  regard 
to  this  market,  and  the  manner  in  whieli  its  insufficiency  in  point 
of  size,  and  the  advantage  which  the  public  would  derive  from 
more  extended  accommodation  being  provided  elsewhere,  mig^ht  be 
held  to  affect  or  supersede  the  same,  they  answered, — 

'  That  the  benefit  of  the  public  requiring  a  new  market  to  be 
holden  other  than  markets  already  holden  would  not  of  itself 
warrant  the  grant  of  a  new  market : 

'  That  if  a  market  by  the  terms  of  the  grant  is  held  in  a 
place  defined  or  known  by  metes  and  boimds,  and  those  limits 
are  not  sufficient  for  the  accommodation  of  buyers  and  sellers, 
and  the  owner  has  no  power  to  enlarge  those  limits,  that 
circumstance,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  public  that  a  new  market  should  be 
erected,  would  be  a  sufficient  ground  for  the  Crown  to  take 
such  steps  as,  according  to  law,  would  have  the  effect  of 
erecting  a  new  market  to  such  an  extent  as  would  remedy 
the  inconvenience  without  affecting  the  rights  of  the  owners  of 
the  old  market ;  but  that,  whatever  proceedings  are  taken,  the 
new  market  can  only  be  legally  granted  to  such  an  extent  as 
to  provide  for  what  may  be  called  the  surplus  accommodation 
of  the  public  beyond  what  the  old  market  can  afford,  and  that 
the  old  market  is  not  to  be  affected  by  the  new  market.  For 
instance,'  (said  the  judges,)  *  if  the  public  require  twenty  acres 
of  market  accommodation,  and  the  old  market  could  only 
furnish  ten  acres,  the  new  market  could  not  be  granted  for  the 
whole  twenty  acres,  but  only  for  the  additional  ten  acred.' 
andly.  Because,  by  the  opinions  of  the  judges  so  given,  the  right 
of  the  citizens  to  retain  their  market  at  Smithfield,  although  the 
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interests  of  the  public  may  require  that  additional  accommodation 
in  a  new  market  should  be  granted  elsewhere,  is  clearly  established, 
and  consequently  their  claim  to  compensation  for  the  loss  to  be  sus- 
tained by  its  forced  removal  is  indisputable. 

3rdly^  Because  the  permission  to  undertake  the  formation  of 
the  new  market  at  an  estimated  cost  of  j^200,ooo,  while  the  net 
income  of  the  present  market  is  only  about  .5^5,000  a  year,  is  justly 
rejected  by  the  Corporation  as  compensation^  and  considered  by 
them  rather  as  a  dangerous  speculation. 

4thly,  Because  the  compensation  proposed  to  be  given  by  the 
clauses  inserted  in  committee  was  moderate  in  amount,  and  in  strict 
accordance  with  that  already  sanctioned  by  Parliament  in  1835^  in 
the  Islington  Market  Bill. 

5thly;  Because  in  rejecting  these  clauses  the  House  has  departed 
from  the  sound  and  just  principle  which  it  has  hitherto  strictly 
observed,  that  full  compensation  is  due  in  all  cases  to  the  owners  of 
property  compulsorily  surrendered  for  the  public  benefit. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
James  Brownlow  William  Gascoyne  Cecil,  Marquis  of  Salisbury. 
William  Willoughby  Cole,  Lord  Qrinstead  (Earl  of  Emiiskiilen). 
James  Thomas  O'Brien,  Bishop  of  Ossory  and  Ferns. 
Edward  James  Herbert,  Earl  of  Fowls. 

DCCCLVII. 

July  29,  1851. 

The  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Bill  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed  on  this 
day.     See,  for  the  debate,  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cxviii,  p.  1637. 
The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because  no  such  measure  as  the  present  is  consistent  either 
with  justice  or  expediency. 

andly.  Because  the  Bill  appears  to  have  been  mainly  dictated  by 
the  excitement  which  has  recently  prevailed,  an  excitement  which  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  and  the  Legislature  rather  to 
allay  than  to  encourage.  Any  attempt  to  interfere  with  doctrines 
by  Act  of  Parliament  is  not  only  likely  to  fail,  but  may  even 
promote  what  it  is  intended  to  repress. 

3rdly,  Because  it  is  most  unreasonable  and  inconsistent  to 
profess  to  grant  full  toleration  to  the  Boman  Catholic  religion, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  prohibit  that  species  of  communication 
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with  the   See   of   Borne  which   is  indispensable   for  its   perfect 
discipline  and  government. 

4thly,  Because  the  undue  assumption  of  power  involved  in  the 
terms  of  the  Papal  Rescript  of  the  29th  of  September,  1850,  and 
of  other  documents  connected  therewith,  however  justly  open  to 
exception,  can  supply  no  reason  for  depriving  her  Majesty's  Roman 
Catholic  subjects  of  a  regular  and  ordinary  part  of  their  ecclesiastical 
organization. 

5thly^  Because  the  appointment  of  ecclesiastical  officers  is  essen- 
tially a  matter  of  religious  concern;  and  although  it  may  be 
expedient  in  particular  cases  that  such  appointment  should  be 
under  the  control  or  influence  of  the  civil  power,  and  although 
it  is  the  undoubted  duty  of  the  I^egislature  to  provide  that  no 
temporal  powers  are  exercised  and  no  temporal  rights  impaired 
under  the  pretext  of  ecclesiastical  regulations,  yet  to  restrain  a 
religious  community  not  established  by  law  in  the  management  of 
its  religious  concerns,  otherwise  than  by  confining  them  within 
the  sphere  of  religion,  is  inconsistent  with  the  spirit  of  all  our  recent 
l^islation  ;  such  restraint  involves  the  principle  and  may  lead  to 
the  practice  of  religious  persecution. 

6thly,  Because  the  Act  of  the  loth  of  George  IV,  cap.  7,  which 
for  the  first  time  since  the  Reformation  secured  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  subjects  of  the  Crown  an  equality  of  political  rights,  con- 
stituted a  solemn  expression  of  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature, 
and  a  pledge  to  the  Roman  Catholic  community  that  they  should 
thenceforward  enjoy  a  foil  religious  toleration. 

7thly,  Because  the  twenty-fourth  section  of  the  loth  of  George 
rV",  which  prohibits  all  persons  other  than  those  thereunto  autho- 
rized by  law,  from  assuming  the  titles  of  archbishops,  bishops,  and 
deans  of  the  National  Church,  affords  no  precedent  for  this  Bill, 
inasmuch  as  the  former  simply  defends  from  invasion  certain  known 
legal  titles  already  appropriated,  and  importing  high  dignities  and 
valuable  rights,  whereas  the  latter  amounts  to  the  total  prohibition 
of  a  diocesan  episcopate. 

8thly,  Because  the  penal  provisions  of  this  Bill  not  only  differ 
in  the  above-named  respect  from  those  of  the  loth  of  George  IV, 
but  they  differ  forther  to  the  prejudice  of  our  Roman  Catholic 
fellow-subjects,  inasmuch  as  they  are  preceded  by  recitals  and 
declarations  of  law  concerning  which  the  loth  of  George  IV  was 
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^ilent,  whereby  a  new  and  extended  construction  may  he  given, 
both  to  the  penal  provisions  of  this  measure  and  likewise  retro- 
actively to  those  of  the  loth  of  George  IV. 

pthly,  Because  the  ancient  Statutes  against  the  exercise  of  a 
foreign  jurisdiction,  or  restrictive  of  the  importation  of  buUs,  briefs, 
and  rescripts,  which  are  cited  in  justification  of  the  present  Bill,  are 
nmtvailable  for  such  a  jmrpose ;  those  Statutes  have  long  been 
suffered  to  remain  in  desuetude ;  if  now  revived  they  may  be  found 
to  assert  powers  for  the  Crown  which  would  be  destructive  of  the 
religious  liberties  secured  to  Protestant  Dissenters  as  well  as  to 
Roman  Catholics ;  they  haye  no  special  reference  to  the  establish- 
ment of  provinces  or  sees,  or  to  the  assumption  of  titles,  but  are 
equally  apd  indifferently  directed  against  all  exercise  of  jurisdic- 
tion, whether  by  diocesan  bishops  or  by  vicars  apostolic,  and  are 
therefore  incompatible  with  our  recognized  principles  of  toleration 
and  religious  freedom. 

lothly.  Because  there  is  a  peculiarly  harsh  and  ungracious  cha- 
racter in  the  present  prohibition  of  diocesan  government  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  community,  as  it  is  not  disputed  that  at  various 
periods  from  the  Reformation  down  to  a  recent  date  the  secular 
clergy,  and  more  especially  the  Roman  Catholic  laity,  have  sought 
for  the  introduction  among  themselves  of  a  diocesan  episcopacy, 
with  the  approval  and  encouragement  of  the  British  Government. 

iithly.  Because  there  are  presumptive  grounds  for  believing  that 
the  late  measures  of  the  Pope  have  been  adopted  under  the  persua- 
sion that  if  he  should  do  what  in  his  judgment  was  requisite  for  the 
spiritual  wants  and  interests  of  his  own  communion  the  advisers  of 
the  Crown  not  only  would  have  no  desire,  but  had  in  fact  publicly 
disclaimed  all  intention  and  all  title  to  interfere. 

I2&thly,  Because  this  Bill,  while  it  professes  to  refer  to  Roman 
Catholic  titles,  enacts  a  further  and  wholly  gratuitous  interference 
with  religious  freedom,  by  forbidding  the  assumption  of  episcopal 
titles  on  the  part  of  any  other  persons  than  the  prelates  of  the 
Established  Church  and  the  prelates  of  the  Scottish  Episcopal 
CommimioQL.  By  the  exception  from  its  provisions  of  the  last- 
named  prelates,  who  are  appointed  independently  of  the  royal 
authority,  the  Bill  plainly  admits  that  the  appointment  of  bishops 
is  in  its  essence  a  spiritoal  matter,  and  thereby  condemns  its  own 
principal  provisions. 
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I3thly,  Because  it  is  inexpedient  \o  protect  the  rights  of  the 
episcopate  established  by  law  by  needless  and  unjust  restraints  upon 
the  religious  freedom  of  others.  Such  protection  is  likely  to  weaken 
rather  than  to  strengthen  the  National  Church  in  its  proper  office  of 
maintaining  and  enlarging  its  influence  over  the  people  by  moral 
and  spiritual  means. 

I4thly,  Because  the  Bill,  besides  being  unjust  in  principle,  greatly 
endangers  the  peace  and  harmony  of  the  various  classes  of  her 
Majesty's  subjects  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  especially  in  Ire- 
land :  should  the  measure  be  carried  into  actual  operation  it  may 
engender  the  most  serious  political  and  social  evils ;  while  if  it 
should  not  be  put  in  force  against  the  use  of  titles  openly  assumed 
its  introduction  into  the  Statute  Book  will  have  tended  to  disparage 
the  dignify  of  Parliament  and  the  authority  of  the  law. 

George  Gordon,  Vificount  Gordon  (Earl  of  Aberdeen). 

Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  Duke  of  Newcastle. 

Charles  William  Canning,  Viscount  Canning. 

Edward  Granville  Eliot,  Earl  of  St.  Qerman's. 

John  Stuart  Wortley,  Lord  WhamolifTe. 

George  William  Lyttelton,  Lord  Lyttelton. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

George  Charles  Mostjn,   Lord  Vaux   of  Harrowden,  for  all 

but  the  fourth  and  thirteenth  reasons. 
William  Bernard  Petre,  Lord  Fetre,  for  all  but  the  fourth  and 

thirteenth  reasons. 
Henry  William  Stuart,  Lord  Stuart  de  Deoies. 
Francis  Gt)dolphin  D^Arcy  Osborne,  Duke  of  Leeds. 

DCCCLVIII. 

April  22,  1852. 

The  borough  of  St.  Alban's  was  disfranchised  for  bribery  in  the  year 
1852,  by  15  and  16  Victoria,  cap.  9.  Li  the  previous  year  an  Act  was 
passed  appointing  a  Commission  to  enquire  into  the  character  of  the 
borough,  which  reported  very  unfavourably.  After  the  Bill  had  passed  the 
second  reading — moved  by  Lord  Derby — Lord  Redesdale  moved  that  the 
inhabitants  and  electors  be  heard  by  counsel  against  the  BilL  l^iis  was 
agreed  to  by  41  to  75,  when  the  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  the  facts  upon  which  this  Bill  rests  have  not  been 
called  in  question,  and  the  motion  implies  that  which  I  consider  a 
mischievous  and  unconstitutional  notion,  that  this  Bill  and  all 
similar  Bills  are  of  a  strictly  judicial  character,  requiring  the 
observance  of  those  legal  forms  to  which  the  House  of  Lords  wisely 
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and  mercifully  adheres  in  ptoeeedings  which  have  for  their  object 
the  punishment  of  guilt;  this  Bill  enacts,  not  the  punishment 
of  individuals,  but  an  improvement  in  the  representation  of  the 
people  and  the  constitution  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The  elective 
franchise,  in  my  opinion,  is  neither  a  property  nor  a  right,  but 
rather  a  trust ;  and  Parliament  is  not  only  competent,  but  is  bound, 
upon  sufficient  reason  shown,  to  regulate,  limit,  alter,  or  revoke  that 
trust,  as  may  seem  most  conducive  to  the  purity,  efficiency,  and 
character  of  the  House  of  Commons.  If,  indeed,  such  Bills  as 
these  were  strictly  bills  of  pains  and  penalties,  how  monstrous 
would  be  the  injustice  of  confounding  in  indiscriminate  punish- 
ment the  innocent  with  the  guilty ;  and  that  many  voters  at  St. 
Alban's  were  innocent  was  stated  in  debate  by  the  promoters  of 
this  Bill ;  and  how  absurd  would  be  the  policy  which  left  convicted 
criminals  free  to  exercise  their  political  franchises  in  every  part  of 
the  Kingdom,  except  the  borough  of  St.  Alban's. . 

2ndly,  Because  it  is  intended,  no  matter  what  may  be  the  nature 
of  the  pleading  at  the  Bar  of  the  House,  that  the  petitioners  shall 
be  debarred  from  giving  evidence  in  support  of  that  plea;  but 
counsel  may  be  instructed  to  advance  assertions  which,  if  proved  to 
be  true,  would  show  this  Bill  to  be  unjust  and  unwise.  To  listen  to 
such  statements,  and  then  to  treat  them  with  utter  disregard, 
refusing  an  investigation  of  their  correctness,  must  appear  a  mere 
mockery  of  judicial  proceedings,  derogatory  to  the  dignity,  cha- 
racter, and  authority  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

3rdly,  Because  in  the  cases  of  the  Scottish  Union  and  of  the 
Irish  Union  (notwithstanding  that  in  the  latter  case  the  right 
of  sending  burgesses  to  Parliament  was  considered  to  have  a 
pecuniary  value),  and  in  the  instance  of  the  Irish  forty  shillings 
freeholders,  this  House  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  adopt  any 
legal  proceedings  or  forms;  neither  was  any  legal  inquiry  insti- 
tuted, or  any  useless  ceremony  gone  through,  upon  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Act  in  1832.  The  Statutes  enacted  upon  these  various 
occasions,  and  others  abrogated,  limited,  or  otherwise  dealt  with, 
the  franchises  of  thousands  of  our  fellow-subjects  of  all  classes,  and 
with  high  political  privileges  enjoyed  by  individuals.  It  seems  to 
me,  therefore,  that  now  to  maintain  the  doctrine  that  this  House  in 
dealing  with  such  reforms  and  changes  of  the  electoral  system  as 
time  or  circumstances  may  render  expedient  must  invariably  follow 
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the  practice  necessanry  only,  but  necessary  indeed,  for  bills  of  pains 
and  penalties,  is  to  interpose  useless  delay  and  impediments  to 
improrement^  neither  sustained  by  reason  nor  in  accordance  with 
the  Constitution. 

UHck  John  De  BiH-gh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Cknricarde). 

DCCCLIX. 

May  80,  1853. 

The  committee  appointed  to  enquire  into  the  Maldon  election  reported 
on  the  1 8th  of  March,  through  their  chairman,  Lord  Kobert  Grosvenor/ 
that  the  election  was  void,  and  unseated  Medsrs.  Du  Cane  and  Miller. 
They  also  reported  that  there  was  reason  to  beHeve  that  corrupt  practices 
had  extensively  prevailed  at  elections  for  the  borough.  Mr.  T.  Chambers, 
on  the  13th  of  May,  moved  for  a  new  writ,  but  this  was  resisted,  and 
the  motion  was  withdrawn,  the  House  having  agreed  to  address  the 
Crown  for  an  *  inquiry  into  the  practices  at  elections  for  that  borough,' 
and  having  invited  the  Lords  to  concur.  The  question  came  before  the 
House  of  Lords  on  the  30th  of  May,  when  Lord  Aberdeen  moved  ta 
agree  with  the  address  of  the  Lower  House.  This  motion  led  to  a  short 
but  sharp  debate  in  the  Lords,  during  which  Lord  St.  Leonard's  quitted 
the  House  in  anger,  and  Lords  Derby  and  Aberdeen  had  an  altercation. 

The  following  is  Lord  St.  Leonard's  protest 

ist^  Because  this  House  ought,  before  it  agrees  to  join  with 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  in  an  address  to  her  Majesty, 
praying  an  inquiry  to  be  made  under  the  Act  of  the  15th  and 
1 6th  of  the  Queen,  to  be  satisfied  that  a  primfi  &cie  case  is 
made  out  by  evidence  to  authorize  the  Crown  to  appoint  a 
commission  to  try  the  allegations  against  the  borough  or  place 
complained  of.  The  two  Houses  have  to  inquire  whether  corrupt 
practices  have,  or  there  is  reason  to  believe  they  have,  extensively 
prevailed ;  and  in  this  House  no  attempt  was  made  to  show  from 
the  evidence  that  such  practices  had^  or  that  there  was  reason  to 
believe  that  they  had,  extensively  prevailed ;  and  the  resolutions 
as  to  bribery  were  carried  in  the  committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  by  divisions  only  of  3  to  a. 

2ndly,  Because  the  resolution  upon  which  the  address  is  founded, 
and  upon  which  there  was  no  division  in  the  committee,  manifestly 
because  of  the  majority  on  each  of  the  previous  divisions,  is  not 
such  as  to  authorize  an  address  by  the  two  Houses  under  the  Act 
of  Parliament.  The  resolution  is,  *  that  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  corrupt  practices  have  extensively  prevailed   at  elections  of 
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members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Maldon.'  But 
the  Act  of  Parliament  does  not  seem  to  warrant  any  such  resolution 
as  a  foundation  for  an  address.  The  enactment  is  no  doubt  general 
that  a  commission  may  issue  upon  a  joint  address  representing 
to  her  Majesty  that  a  committee  appointed  to  try  an  election 
petition,  or  a  committee  fq>pointed  to  inquire  into  the  existence 
of  corrupt  practices  in  any  election  or  elections,  have  reported 
that  corrupt  practices  have,  or  that  there  h  reason  to  believe  that 
corrupt  practices  have,  extensively  prevailed  in  any  county,  &c.,  at 
any  election  or  elections  of  a  member  or  members  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  these  words  seem  to  point  at  any  election  or  elections, 
but  they  were  rendered  necessary  in  consequence  of  the  power  to 
address  the  Crown  upon  the  report  of  a  committee  to  try  an 
election  petition,  or  of  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  existence 
of  corrupt  practices  at  any  election  or  elections.  The  Act  did 
not  intend  that  a  committee  to  try  an  election  petition  should, 
although  they  could  not  report  that  corrupt  practices  had  extensively 
prevailed  at  the  election  referred  to  them,  have  liberty  to  make 
a  report  as  a  foundation  for  an  address  under  the  Act,  that  corrupt 
practices  had  prevailed  to  some  given  former  elections,  much  less 
that  they  should  report  that  there  was  reason  to  believe  that 
0uch  practices  had  extensively  prevailed  at  elections  of  members 
for  the  place  in  question.  Such  a  report  would  be  satisfied  if  such 
practices  had  prevailed  at  elections  twenty  years  ago,  although 
they  had  not  prevailed  at  the  last  or  at  several  immediately  previous 
elections.  The  intention  of  the  Act  is  shown  by  the  sixth  section, 
which  authorizes  the  commissioners  to  inquire  into  the  manner 
in  which  the  election  in  relation  to  which  such  committee  may 
have  reported  to  the  House,  or  where  the  report  of  the  committee 
has  referred  to  two  or  more  elections,  the  latest  of  such  elections, 
has  been  conducted,  and  whether  any  corrupt  practices  have  been 
committed  at  such  election.  If  the  commissioners  find  corrupt 
practices  at  the  election  into  which  they  are  authorized  to  inquire, 
then  they  may  carry  back  their  inquiry,  step  by  step,  until  they 
come  to  a  pure  election,  when  they  are  to  stop,  and  not  to  carry 
farther  back  their  inquiries.  Taking  all  the  clauses  of  the  Act 
together,  they  admit  of  a  rational  construction;  but  that  con- 
struction renders  the  resolution  of  the  committee  in  this  case  an 
insufficient  foundation  for  an  address. 
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3rdl7^  Because  the  address  should  be  founded  upon  the  report 
of  the  committee  supported  by  the  evidence,  and  not  upon  any 
rumours  or  extrinsic  facts ;  and  in  this  case  the  mover  of  the  address 
in  this  House  relied  upon  the  fact  that  the  borough  of  Maiden 
was  notoriously  corrupt,  but  of  which  notoriety  there  was  no 
evidence. 

4thly,  Because  the  resolution  of  the  committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  was  wholly  unsupported  by  evidence  of  corrupt 
practices  at  previous  elections.  It  appeared  that  large  Bills  were 
left  unpaid  at  the  previous  election  in  1847,  but  they  were  publican^s 
bills  for  refreshments,  and  therefore  they  fell  under  the  head  of 
treating;  and  moreover  the  members  had  refused  to  pay  them. 
The  Act  of  15  and  16  Victoria,  as  it  came  up  to  this  House  from 
the  House  of  Commons  included  treating  in  the  sixth  section; 
but  as  treating  stood  on  a  different  ground  from  bribery^  that 
part  was  struck  out  in  this  House,  and  the  other  House  acquiesced 
in  the  amendment.  The  committee  failed  in  their  attempt  to 
obtain  evidence  of  previous  corrupt  practices.  They  asked  William 
Lord,  a  bricklayer's  labourer,  '  They  generally  are  pretty  well  paid 
at  Maldon,  are  they  not  ?'  Answer,  *  I  never  got  nothing/  *  Had 
you  ever  a  vote  before  this  time?'  Answer,  *Yes.'  *You  had 
never  got  anything  before?'  Answer,  'No.*  Mr.  Oxley  Parker, 
a  warm  partisan  at  elections  for  Maldon,  upon  being  asked  why 
he  would  not  have  acted  in  a  particular  manner,  answered,  *  Because 
I  should  have  considered  that  I  should  be  implicated  in  an  act 
of  bribery;  and  in  all  my  transactions  at  Maldon  I  have  never 
been  asked  for  money  for  a  vote,  and  I  have  never  given  it.'  *  Do 
you  apply  that  answer  to  this  election  ?'  '  To  all  elections.'  *  That 
you  say  upon  your  oath  ?'     *  On  my  oath  I  do,  most  distinctly.' 

5thly,  Because  the  only  bribes  proved  were  the  four  mentioned 
in  the  report ;  and  even  as  to  the  proof  of  them  the  committee 
were  divided  in  opinion.  But  beyond  these  trifling  cases,  there 
was  no  evidence  of  bribery.  No  fund  provided,  no  voter  applying 
for  money,  no  person  appointed  to  bribe,  no  general  payment  of 
expenses,  and  the  two  members  in  the  plainest  terms  swore  that 
no  bribery  existed  to  their  knowledge,  and  they  had  furnished  no 
funds  for  the  purpose.  In  short  from  the  outset  that  they  had 
determined  to  conduct  the  election  upon  the  purest  principles. 
The  committee  resolved  unanimously  that  it  was  proved  to  the 


A.D.  1853.  PROTESTS.  385 

satisiaction  of  the  committee  that  the  acts  of  bribery  were  committed 
without  the  cognizance  or  privity  of  the  sitting  members. 

6thly,  Because  the  four  acts  of  bribery  relied  upon  were  payments 
under  the  colour  of  payment  of  expenses^  one  of  .^5  to  William 
Hearn,  one  of  £%  to  William  Forster,  and  two  of  £\  each  to 
WiUiam  Lord  and  John  Hills.  William  Hearn,  who  gave  his 
eyidence  in  a  way  which  drew  down  upon  him  the  severe  animad- 
versions  of  the  committee^  went  from  London  to  Maldon  to  vote. 
He  claimed  £^  \\9,  7^.  for  banners  and  painting  at  the  election 
of  1847,  ^^d  because  Mr.  Dick's  people  would  not  pay  him  that 
demand  he  voted  for  the  sitting  members.  He  alleged  that  he 
had  been  put  to  much  expense  in  having  another  to  perform  his 
work  in  town,  and  after  the  election  he  asked  £%  10s.  for  his 
expenses^  and  he  was  paid  £2,  The  evidence  clearly  proves  that 
this  was  all  that  was  paid  to  him.  and  that  it  was  paid  for  his 
expenses.  Three  weeks  afterwards  he  wrote  a  begging  letter  to 
Mr.  Oxley  Parker^  but  not  naming  any  sum.  That  gentleman 
sent  him  ^3  which  he  swore  was  a  donation  from  himself,  and 
that  he  never  intended  it  to  be  repaid  to  him ;  and  this  is  proved 
by  an  account  of  a  few  pounds  which  he  subsequently  made  out 
and  received,  and  which  included  the  £2  paid  to  Hearn  for  his 
expenses,  but  in  which  no  mention  is  made  of  the  j^3.  It  is 
perfectly  clear  from  the  evidence  that  this  is  the  true  view  of  the 
case^  and  therefore  the  report  was  not  warranted  as  far  as  it  stated 
that  Hearn  was  bribed  with  £^.  Forster  also  went  from  London 
to  Maldon  to  vote,  and  required  his  expenses  to  be  paid  before  he 
voted.  He  demanded  3^2  5^.,  and  obtained  j^2.  He  attempted 
to  make  out  a  promise  by  Mr.  Miller  to  provide  him  with  a 
situation,  in  which  he  was  contradicted,  and  wholly  failed.  The 
only  remaining  cases  are  Lord's  and  Hill's;  they  were  relations, 
and  resided  some  twenty-five  or  thirty  miles  from  Maldon,  and 
they  were  taken  over  to  Maldon  by  Mr.  Oxley  Parker's  bailiff. 
They  claimed  and  obtained  j^i  each,  which  was  paid  a  few  months 
after  the  election,  for  their  expenses.  It  would  be  difficult  to 
make  out  that  any  of  these  payments  were  really  bribes,  although 
they  might  be  liberal  allowances,  for  expenses  and  excessive  payments 
nnder  that  colour  may  well  be  deemed  bribery.  In  all  the  four 
cases  the  voters  might  lawfully  be  paid  their  expenses.  There 
was  no  proof  of  any  other  payments  for  expenses  or  in  the  nature 

VOL.  lu.  c  c 


886  PROTESTS.  a.d.  1853. 

of  bribes^  and  these  four  cases  cannot^  I  think,  be  deemed  suflScient 
to  put  the  borough  of  Maldon  upon  its  trial. 

Edward  Burtenshaw  Sugden,  Lord  St.  Leonard^a 

DCCCLX. 

July  4,  1858. 

Among  the  fmancial  measures  of  the  Qovermnent  was  an  increase  of 
the  duty  on  spirits  in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  the  addition  being  i^.  a  gallon 
in  the  former,  8(2.  m  the  latter  case.  Lord  Monteagle  strongly  opposed 
the  change,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  increase  illicit  distillation,  and 
gave  a  history  of  the  spirit  duties  in  Ireland.  He  was  supported  by  Lord 
Derby,  but  tbe  change  was  agreed  to  without  a  division.  See  Hansard, 
Third  Series,  vol.  cxxviii,  p.  1 161.  Lord  Monteagle  inserted  the  following 
protest. 

Because  the  increased  duty  upon  Irish  spirits  imposed  by  this 
Bill  is  contrary  to  the  reason  of  the  ease,  contrary  to  the  highest 
authorities  which  have  considered  and  reported  on  the  question,  and 
contrary  to  the  experience  of  the  last  thirty  years.  It  is  against 
the  reason  of  the  case. 

Because  the  low  price  of  grain  in  Ireland,  the  abundance  of  fuel, 
the  cheapness  of  the  utensils  used  for  illicit  distillation,  and  the 
profit  which  can  be  realized  by  the  smuggler,  create  motives  to 
violate  the  law  which  have  not  been  counteracted  even  by  the 
severe  injustice  of  the  still  fine  system  and  the  employment  of 
the  troops,  which  dangerously  affects  military  discipline,  without 
suppressing  frauds  upon  the  revenue.  The  increased  duty  upon 
Irish  spirits  is  in  opposition  to  the  highest  authorities. 

Because  the  revenue  commission,  issued  by  the  late  Lord 
Liverpool's  Oovemment,  and  over  which  Lord  Wallace  presided, 
reported,  after  full  inquiry,  'that  if  a  higher  duty  than  firom 
28.  6d,  to  y.  was  put  on  Irish  spirits,  the  licensed  distillers  could 
not  enter  into  competition  successfully  with  the  illicit  distillers,'  and 
recommended  a  reduction  to  that  amount. 

Because  this  opinion  was  confirmed  by  the  report  of  Sir  H. 
Pamell's  Excise  Commission,  after  a  further  experience  of  ten  years. 
*  There  is  a  complete  concurrence  of  opinion,'  it  is  stated  in  the 
Report,  *  that  the  practice  of  illicit  distillation  has  almost  uniformly 
kept  pace  with  the  advance  of  duty;  that  in  1823,  when  the  great 
reduction  of  duty  took  place,  the  habits  of  the  smuggler  were 
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nearly  annihilated,  and  that  the  revival  and  subseqaent  increase 
of  these  practices  have  been  contemporaneous  with  the  consecutive 
increases  of  duty  in  i8a6  and  1830/  The  Commissioners  pro- 
ceed to  express  *a  firm  conviction  of  the  necessity  of  retracing 
the  steps  taken  in  increasing  the  spirit  duties^  anticipating  a 
general  suppression  of  illicit  distillation,  and  a  full  compensation 
to  the  revenue.' 

Because  the  opinion  thus  given  by  eminent  and  departed  men, 
freed  from  all  political  or  party  bias^  has  been  confirmed  by 
members  of  successive  Governments,  acting  under  immediate 
Parliamentary  responsibility.  Lord  Spencer,  in  proposing  his 
reduction  of  the  duty  imposed  in  1^30,  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment, in  which  he  acted  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  '  had  felt 
it  their  duty  to  consider  the  question  with  the  view  of  ascertaining 
whether  it  might  not  be  advisable,  by  a  diminution  of  duty,  to 
prevent  illicit  distillation,  without  exposing  the  revenue  to  much 
loss^  and  that  in  future  years  the  revenue  would  sufier  no  loss 
whatever.'  Mr.  Goulburn,  in  1840,  when  resisting  a  proposition 
for  augmenting  the  spirit  duties  to  an  amount  50  per  cent,  below 
what  is  proposed  by  the  present  Bill,  stated  in  like  manner,  '  that 
he  believed  it  had  been  established  that  in  proportion  to  the 
reduction  of  duty  which  had  taken  place  the  amount  paid  had 
augmented,  and  that  the  effect  of  increasing  the  duty  had  been 
to  diminish  the  consumption,  and,  consequently,  the  revenue.' 
With  still  greater  authority,  at  a  later  time,  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  1843,  when  proposing  the  repeal  of  an  increased 
duty  on  spirits,  adopted  on  his  own  suggestion  the  previous  year, 
the  same  statesman  admitted  his  original  belief,  that,  'with  the 
means  of  prevention  at  the  command  of  the  Government,  no  great 
increase  of  illicit  distillation  would  have  taken  place,  but  that  the 
additional  duty  had  led  to  a  progressive  increase  of  offences  against 
the  revenue,  and  that  on  the  ground  of  this  increased  immorality 
he  felt  bound  to  recommend  the  repeal  of  the  additional  duty  on 
Irish  spirits.' 

Because  these  opinions,  given  by  judicial  officers  as  well  as  by 
politicians,  are  confirmed  by  experience  and  all  the  statistical  &cts 
of  the  case,  the  reduction  made  in  1823  having  increased  the 
duty-paid  spirits  from  3,3CX),ooo  gallons  to  6,690,000  gallons,  and 
the  reduction  of  1834  having  in  like  manner  produced  a  rise  from 
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8,000,000  to  I  a,ooo,ooo,  whilst  the  additional  duty  of  1 843  acted 
in  an  opposite  manner  to  the  extent  of  1,100,000  gallons^  producing 
a  diminished  receipt  to  the  Treasury,  where  an  augmentation  of 
<i£'25o,ooo  had  heen  anticipated. 

Because  in  addition  to  these  considerations  the  increase  of  crime 
has  been  uniformly  found  to  be  the  result  of  an  increase  of  duty, 
the  additional  shilling  imposed  in  1842  having  in  a  single  year 
produced  the  following  calamitous  consequences : — 

Increase  of  detections  from       .  .  942  to  2,805. 

Increase  of  prosecutions    .        .  .  331  to  1,239. 

Increase  of  convictions     .        .  .  244  to     803. 

Prisoners  in  gaol,  5th  of  April  .  .  84  to     368. 

Because  the  demoralisation  that  could  not  fail  to  accompany  so 
extensive  a  violation  of  the  law,  was  the  more  fatal  in  its  conse- 
quences when  it  is  considered  that-  smugglers  thus  convicted  and 
imprisoned  were  necessarily  brought  into  contact  with  convicts 
guilty  of  moral  offences  of  a  much  deeper  dye,  and  when  it  is 
found  that  in  the  county  gaols  of  Leitrim,  Donegal,  and  Mayo, 
provided  with  single  cells  for  seventy-nine,  eighty-five,  and  one 
hundred  and  twenty-eight  prisoners,  fifty-two,  fifty-seven,  and 
seventy-six  prisoners  have  been  at  one  time  confined  for  violations 
of  the  revenue  laws. 

Because  whQst,  as  in  1830,  the  increased  duty  on  spirits  was 
imposed  and  defended  in  consequence  of  the  repeal  of  the  oppressive 
window  tax,  and  in  1842  was  proposed  as  a  substitute  for  a  duty  on 
income,  on  the  present  occasion  it  is  combined  with  an  income  tax, 
and  a  tax  upon  succession,  pressing  with  peculiar  force  on  Ireland, 
which  is  only  recovering  from  the  effect  of  a  famine  unexampled  in 
modem  times,  whereby  in  one  year  an  actual  loss  of  j^  16,000,000 
has  been  shown  to  have  accrued  on  a  rated  income  of  j^i  3,000,000, 
and  where  it  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  foster  and  to  encourage  all 
means  of  productive  industry  and  of  improvement,  and  to  avoid 
whatever  can  tend  to  a  disregard  or  violation  of  the  law. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
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DCCCLXI. 
July  7,  1858. 

During  thb  Session  the  excise  duty  on  soap  was  repealed,  see  Budget 
•speech  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cxxv,  p.  1403. 
When  the  Soap  Duties  Bill  came  on  for  third  reading  in  the  Lords, 
Lord  Ellenhorough  deprecated  any  remission  of  taxation,  in  view  of  the 
hostilities  which  seemed  imminent,  and  moved  the  postponement  of  the 
Bill  for  a  week.  The  motion  however  that  *  now '  should  stand  part  of 
the  question  was  carried  without  a  division.  The  hostilities  referred  to 
were  the  Crimean  War. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  under  altered  circumstances  which  render  immediate 
war  a  not  impossible  event,  it  is  expedient  to  retain  in  band  a 
tax  of  wbicb  the  repeal  was  proposed  in  contemplation  of  a  long 
continuance  of  peace. 

Edward  Law,  Earl  of  Sllenboroagh. 

DCCCLXII. 

August  12,  1858. 

The  Oovemment  of  India  Bill  received  the  royal  assent  on  the  20th 
of  August,  16  and  17  Victoria,  cap.  95.  The  principal  debates  on  the 
Bubject  are  to  be  found  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cxxix.  Lord 
Monteagle  moved  three  amendments  :  one  forbidding  the  Directors  from 
impeding  the  action  of  the  legislative  council ;  a  second  securing  the  right 
of  entrance  into  the  Civil  Service  and  the  medical  stafP  of  the  army  to 
natives ;  and  a  third  requiring  an  exact  and  extensive  statistical  return 
firom  the  Lidian  Government.  These  amendments  were  negatived,  and 
Lord  Monteagle  inserted  the  subjoined  protest^  criticising  the  whole  Bill. 

Because,  in  a  case  where  Committees  of  Inquiry  on  the  affiurs 
of  India  have  been  appointed  by  both  Houses,  it  is  inconsistent 
with  reason,  authority,  and  precedent  that  this  law  should  be 
passed  without  awaiting  the  Reports  from  such  Committees,  and 
a  communication  of  the  evidence  already  taken. 

Because  such  a  course  tends  to  degrade  in  public  opinion  the 
Committees  thus  recklessly  set  aside,  to  lessen  the  weight  of  all 
Parliamentary  inquiries,  and  to  deprive  the  House  and  the  public 
of  the  power  of  comparing  enactments  now  proposed  with  the 
evidence  given  by  experienced  and  trustworthy  witnesses. 

Because  the  interval  between  the  ist  day  of  August,  the  day 
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on  which  the  present  Bill  was  brought  up  from  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  the  present  time^  has  not  been  sufficient  to  admit 
of  that  calm  deliberation^  equally  requisite  for  the  exercise  of  the 
judgment  of  this  House,  for  the  maintenance  of  its  dignity,  and  to 
give  weight  to  its  final  decision. 

Because  this  rash  course  is  the  more  inexcusable  in  a  case  where 
the  appointment  of  the  Select  Committees  on  India  was  recom- 
mended on  the  highest  authorities  in  both  Houses,  in  order  that 
'  the  Government  should  submit  their  proposition  after  the  Com- 
mittees shall  have  made  their  Reports,'  and  that  Parliament  should 
be  enabled  to  ascertain,  on  inquiry,  *  whether  the  Court  of  Directors 
have  been  faithful  stewards,  and  whether  it  is  wise  to  continue,  to 
abrogate,  or  to  qualify  the  existing  system.' 

Because  this  hasty  legislation,  resting  neither  on  reports  nor 
upon  evidence,  can  hardly  be  considered  as  supported  by  official 
experience  or  authority,  when  within  twelve  months  four  successive 
ministers  have  presided  over  the  affairs  of  India,  and  have  not  had 
time  to  acquire  that  knowledge,  which,  however  eminent  their 
abilities  and  untiring  their  industry,  cannot  but  be  required  for 
so  great  a  task  as  framing  a  Bill  for  the  Government  of  British 
India. 

Because  this  proceeding  is  the  more  inexcusable  when  the  late 
period  of  the  Session  has  already  been  relied  on  as  a  cnifficieDt 
justification  for  postponing  or  withdrawing  many  other  Bills,  from 
an  acknowledged  impossibility  of  considering  their  enactments  with 
that  wise  and  cautious  deliberation  which  is  indicpensable  to  the 
making  of  good  laws. 

Because  it  has  been  sought  to  defend  the  passing  of  this  Bill  on 
the  authority  of  a  letter  from  the  Governor-General  of  India,  said 
to  recommend  immediate  legislation,  which  letter  has  been  used  to 
procure  Parliamentary  support  and  to  influence  public  opinion, 
though  at  length  admitted  to  be  a  document  which,  not  being 
on  the  table  of  this  House,  could  not  be  referred  to  consistently 
with  acknowledged  privilege  and  recorded  precedent. 

Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  inconsistent  and  irrecon- 
cilable, implying  mistrust  in  the  Court  of  Directors  whilst  con- 
tinuing them  in  the  exercise  of  many  important  ftmctions,  in  the 
disposal  of  vast  patronage,  and  in  the  nominal  possession  of  sove- 
reignty over  150,000.000  of  the  natives  of  India,  depriving  them 
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of  the  power  of  naming  an  assistant  surgeon  or  of  nominating  an 
advocate  general  without  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  Control, 
yet  intrusting  them  with  the  imperial  prerogative  of  recalling  a 
Govemor-Oeneral  at  their  own  will  and  pleasure. 

Because  the  union  in  the  same  deliberative  body  of  two  classes 
of  men,  the  one  nominees  of  the  Crown,  the  other  elected  by 
a  constituaicy  so  indefensible  as  to  have  found  no  advocate,  is 
inconsistent  with  all  good  government,  and  can  hardly  fail  to 
prodnce  jealooBy,  mistrast,  and  discord. 

Because  this  unfortunate  result  is  the  more  probable  where  the 
Crown  nominees  will  in  truth  appear  as  six  living  witnesses  of  the 
incompetency  or  misconduct  attributed  to  the  Court  of  Directors, 
and  where,  supported  by  the  Board  of  Control  which  has  appointed 
them,  they  must  act  as  an  irritating  but  irresistible  check  on  the 
freedom  and  independence  of  their  elected  colleagues. 

Because  this  new  constitution  of  the  Court  of  Directors  is  not 
recommended  by  the  success  of  similar  experiments  in  the  British 
Colonies,  such  experiments  having  generally  been  unsatisfactory, 
and  of  late  years  condemned  and  abandoned. 

Because  this  Bill  wholly  fails  in  providing  any  adequate  security 
for  the  £uthful  fulfilment  of  its  own  enactments  by  the  Home 
Government,  an  omission  the  more  unfortunate  when  it  appears 
fit>m  the  evidence  partiaUy  reported  that,  in  the  following  important 
cases,  former  Statutes  have  been  disregarded  and  violated  by  those 
intrusted  with  their  administration  :— 

1.  A  lac  of  rupees  was  directed  by  the  Charter  Act  of  1813  to 

be  applied  for  the  purposes  of  education.  No  appro- 
priation of  this  sum  was  made  until  the  year  1824,  when 
this  omission  was  brought  to  light  by  the  inquiries  of  the 
Committee  of  Public  Instruction. 

2.  The  Law  Commission,  though  created  by  Parliament  as  a 

permanent  body  to  provide  improved,  equal,  and  intel- 
ligible laws  for  India,  was  advisedly  allowed  to  expire 
after  the  Court  of  Directors  had  themselves  announced 
officially  that  *the  Act  of  Parliament  creating  these 
offices  requires  that  new  appointments  shall  be  made 
when  vacancies  arise;  and  that  it  is  only  by  another 
Act  that  this  obligation  can  be  suspended  and  any  new 
system  substituted.'    No  application  was,  however,  made 
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to  Parliament  on  this  subject.  The  Directors  prohibited 
the  filling  up  of  vacancies,  and  the  Law  Commission 
became  extinct  by  the  Act  of  the  Home  Government,  in 
utter  contempt  and  disregard  of  that  law  to  which  alone 
those  Directors  owed  their  own  authority,  and  which  it 
was  their  bounden  duty  to  obey. 

3.  The  various  measures  of  law  reform,  matured  and  recom- 

mended  by  the  Law  Commission,  by  an  unparalleled 
succession  of  shifts  and  postponements  have  been  set 
aside  by  the  Home  Government,  or,  to  use  the  language 
of  an  able  and  experienced  servant  of  the  Company^  they 
have  been  ^  laid  on  the  shelf.'  After  reciting  six  important 
measures  recommended  and  prepared  by  the  Law  Com- 
mission, Mr.  Cameron,  who  filled  with  the  highest 
distinction  the  office  of  the  fourth  ordinary  member  of 
Council^  states  that  not  one  of  these  measures  had  been 
carried  into  efiect  by  the  Government. 

4.  The  last  Charter  Act,  3rd  and  4th  William  IV,  cap.  85, 

conferred  a  power  of  legislation  on  the  Governor-General 
and  Council  in  India,  unlimited  except  in  respect  to 
certain  specified  cases,  yet  it  appears  conclusively  from 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Cameron  (2,074,  a,o8o,  2,084)  that 
in  more  than  one  case  an  actual  prohibition  was  issued 
by  the  Home  Government  restraining  the  Legislative 
Council  from  passing  certain  legislative  measures  without 
the  previous  sanction  of  the  Court  of  Directors^  and  in 
the  important  question  of  the  lex  loci  for  India,  the  law 
was  approved  of  by  the  Legislature,  sanctioned  by  the 
Governor-General,  Sir  Henry  Hardinge,  and  adopted  in 
its  principle  by  two  eminent  judicial  authorities.  Sir  L. 
Peel  and  Sir  Henry  Seton,  yet  the  Directors  wrote,  ist 
of  May,  1845,  *  We  think  it  proper  to  desire  that  no 
law  declaring  the  lex  loci  of  India  may  be  passed  without 
being  submitted  for  our  approbation.'  This  inhibition  is 
considered  by  Mr.  Cameron  to  be  contrary  to  law. 

5.  The  Act  of  the  3rd  and  4th  William  IV,  cap.  85,  sect.  103, 

expressly  prescribed  that  for  every  vacancy  in  the  Civil 
Service  four  candidates  should  be  named,  and  the  best 
candidate  elected  by  examination.     The  declared  object 
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of  this  enactment  was  that  India  was  entitled  to  the 
highest  talents  that  England  could  spare,  and  that  under 
the  proposed  system  it  was  conceived  that  yonng  men 
would  be  sent  out^  superior  either  in  talents  or  in  dili- 
gence; yet  these  express  enactments  were  never  carried 
into  effect  by  the  Home  Government,  and  the  former 
practice  was  persevered  in^  though  expressly  repealed  by 
law.  In  1837  a  legislative  sanction  was  given  to  this 
practice,  till  then  illegal.  The  Act  of  1837  is  stated  to 
have  been  founded  upon  an  intention  of  recommending  to 
Ptoliament  the  abolition  of  the  College  of  Haileybury. 
No  such  proposal  was  ever  made>  yet  by  its  suggestion 
means  were  obtained  to  suspend  the  system  of  appointing 
to  the  Civil  Service  by  competition,  and  the  unrestricted 
private  patronage  of  the  Directors,  which  it  had  been  the 
declared  intention  of  Parliament  in  1833  to  limit,  has 
been  during  the  last  twenty  years  continued. 
6.  The  eighty-seventh  section  of  the  last  Charter  Act  provided 
in  unqualified  terms  for  the  unlimited  eligibility  of  the 
natives  of  India  to  all  offices  whatsoever^  without  exqlusion 
of  any  person  on  account  of  caste,  colour,  birth^  or  religion. 
The  declarations  of  the  statesmen  responsible  for  the  Act 
of  1833,  all  concur  in  giving  to  this  clause  the  widest 
interpretation.  It  was  described  as  a  subject  of  just 
exultation  and  pride  that  Parliament  should  have  passed 
this  clause  announcing  'the  only  principle  on  which 
India  could  be  administered.'  Nor  was  it  intended  that 
this  should  remain  a  barren  declaration  of  an  abstract 
truth.  On  the  contrary^  the  question  was  asked^ 
'Whether  England  could  give  knowledge  without 
awakening  ambition,  and  whether  it  was  meant  to 
awaken  ambition  and  not  to  provide  it  a  legitimate 
vent?'  The  new  and  liberal  system  thus  introduced 
was  strongly  contrasted  with  that  which  had  previously 
existed,  under  which  it  was  stated  by  one  who  had  been 
for  many  years  President  of  the  Board  of  Control,  that 
'  instances  were  adduced  of  corruption  and  venality,  but 
these  were  the  result  of  our  own  conduct;  duties  of 
importance  devolved  upon  the  natives,  without  adequate 
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remunemtion,  either  in  rank  or  salary;    no  reward  or 
promotion  was  given  for  fidelity.'    It  was  forcibly  asked, 
*Why  complain  of  peculation  and  bribery?  We  made 
vices^  and  then  punished  them.'     Yet,  after  these  pro- 
mises, and  the  enactment  founded  upon  them,  no  sooner 
had  the  Statute  of  1833  been  passed  than  a  reg:nlation, 
which  «eems  to  haye  been  carefully  kept  back  from  the 
Committees  of  both  Houses,  was  boldly  announced^  and 
has  ever  since  been  undeviatingly  acted  upon  by  the 
Court  of  Directors^  the  distributors  of  all  civil  patronage. 
This  regulation  neutralized  the  effect  of  the  eighty-seventh 
clause.    The  covenanted  service  of  India  was  declared  to 
be  exclusively  confined  to  Europeans.     To  the  uncove- 
nanted  or  subordinate  grades  of  the  service  alone  the 
native  subjects  of  the  Queen  were  held  to  be  eligible. 
Thus,  the  unrestricted  words  of  the  Statute  and  the 
gracious  intentions  of  Parliament  have  been  practically 
defeated.     To  no  one  ofiice  from  which  the  natives  of 
India  were  excluded  before  the  Act  of  1833  have  they 
been  since  admitted,  though  it  is  undeniable  that  during 
those  twenty  years  the  natives  have  rapidly  advanced  in 
education  and  knowledge,  and  though  in  the  offices  they 
have  been  permitted  to  fill  the  natives  have  g^ven  the 
highest  proofs  of  trustworthiness  and  ability. 
Because  the  conduct  of  the  Home  Oovernment  towards  the 
natives,  as  above  stated,  rendered  it  expedient  to  have  guarded 
against  a  continuance  of  such  abuse  by  a  declaratory  and  enacting 
law,  which  has  been  proposed  and  rejected,  and  the  only  security 
now  obtained  for  the  fnlfilment  of  the  intentions  of  Parliament  is 
to  be  found  in  the  unqualified  declaration  of  the  minister  of  the 
Crown,   having  the   conduct   of  this  Bill,   Hhat  no  distinction 
between  the  covenanted  and  uncovenanted  service  is  hereafter  to 
work  the  disqualification  of  any  native  of  India  for  public  employ- 
ment.'     This    declaration,    when   taken    in  connexion  with  the 
proposed  admission  of  natives  to  Haileybury  College  and  to  high 
offices  in  India,  and  when  coupled  with  the  power  reserved  to 
Parliament  of  amending  the  present  Statute  from  year  to  year, 
will,  it  may  be  hoped,  prevent  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature 
from  being  again  frustrated. 
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Because  in  thoee  eases  where  this  Statute  appears  to  be  founded 
upon  just  principles  it  would  seem  that  timidity  or  irresolution 
prevented  their  full  enforcement.  When  it  is  considered  that  one 
of  the  advocates  of  the  Bill  admitted  that  all  the  best  and  most 
useful  measures  of  Lord  William  Bentinck  met  with  the  opposition 
of  the  Home  Government^  and  were  made  the  matters  of  censure 
where  they  merited  praise^  and  when  another  supporter  of  the 
present  Bill  has  stated  that  in  proi>ortion  as  a  province  of  India 
has  been  long  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Company  its  condition 
is  unimproved  and  its  inhabitants  unprosperous,  while  it  is  in  the 
provinces  latest  acquired  that  success  and  advancement  are  to  be 
found,  the  enactments  of  the  present  Bill  cannot  but  appear 
inadequate  and  incomplete  for  the  fulfilment  of  those  duties 
which  the  Imperial  Legislature  of  England  owes  to  the  inhabitants 
of  India. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice^  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

DCCCLXIIL 

Masch  24,  1854. 

By  17  and  18  Victoria,  cap.  8,  certain  amendments  were  made  in  the 
Irish  Valuation  Act  of  1852  (15  and  16  Victoria,  cap.  63).  Some  of 
the  clauses  wtfte  objected  to,  and  in  particular  that  which  made  tenements 
of  a  less  rating  than  £5  Uable  to  county  cess.  But  the  amendments 
were  rejected. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

ist.  Because  it  is  impolitic  and  unusual  to  introduce  a  consider- 
able change  in  taxation  into  a  Bill  which  from  its  title  and  preamble 
professes  only  to  deal  with  the  subject  of  valuation. 

2ndly,  Because  for  several  years  past  houses  under  the  annual 
value  of  five  pounds  have  been  excepted  from  the  county  rate,  and 
no  sufficient  cause  has  been  shown  why  that  exemption  should  not 
be  CO  ntinued. 

3rdly9  Because  it  is  to  be  feared  that  it  will  be  difficult,  if  not 
impossible,  to  collect  the  tax  from  the  occupiers  of  such  houses,  on 
account  of  their  excessive  poverty,  and  that  thereby  large  arrears  of 
county  rate  williuxmmulate,  causing  great  confusion  in  the  accounts 
of  the  treasurers  of  the  counties. 

Bichard  John  Hely  Hutchinson,  Viscount   Hutchinson  (Earl 
of  Donoughmore). 
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DCCCLXIV. 

May  26,  1854 

A  Bill,  under  the  title  of  a  Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill  (Ireland), 
together  with  another  Bill  for  granting  leases,  was  read  a  second  time  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  on  the  motion  of  Lord  Donoughmore  (ViBcoant 
Hutchinson), — see  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cxxxi,  p.  2, — without  a 
division,  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  On  the  i8th  of  Maj,  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  moved  that  the  House  go  into  Committee  on  the  Irish 
Land  Bills,  and  stated  what  were  the  conclusions  arrived  at  bj  the  Select 
Conmiittee.  (Hansard,  vol.  cxxxiii,  p.  513.)  On  the  26tli  of  May,  Lord 
Clancarty  moved  to  omit  the  37th  clause  of  the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that 
'  it  was  a  violation  of  a  fundamental  principle  of  property  by  arbitrarily 
transferring,  by  a  retrospective  enactment^  from  landlord  to  tenant,  that 
which  is  at  present  the  landlord's  property.'  But  this  amendment  was 
negatived,  and  the  following  protest  was  inserted.  The  Bill  dropped  in 
the  Commons,  while  it  was  in  Committee,  on  the  13th  of  July.  See  for 
the  debate  on  this  subject^  Hansard,  vol.  cxxxv,  p.  164. 

ist,  Because  we  consider  it  to  be  of  the  highest  importance  that 
the  law  in  England  and  in  Ireland  should  rest  on  the  same  Ainda- 
mental  principles,  and  that  any  deviation  from  such  rule  should  only 
be  sanctioned  by  Parliament  where  a  difference  of  circomstances 
between  the  two  countries  can  be  clearly  proved  to  exist,  and  should 
then  be  limited  strictly  to  such  difference  of  circumstances. 

2ndly,  Because  in  the  present  instance  no  such  difference  of 
circumstances  has  been  established  as  can  justify  some  of  the 
enactments  contained  in  this  Bill. 

3rdly,  Because  it  is  our  opinion  that  in  all  cases  of  contract,  bat 
more  especially  in  those  between  landlord  and  tenant^  the  prosperity 
of  both  classes  will  best  be  promoted  by  leaving  them  free  to  enter 
into  such  covenants  as  shall  be  mutually  agreed  to^  securing,  as 
far  as  is  practicable,  the  inviolability  of  these  covenants  when  made, 
and  affording  equal  and  effectual  remedies  for  maintaining  and 
enforcing  the  rights  of  both  parties. 

4th1y,  Because  the  experience  of  two  centuries  has  fully  confirmed 
the  judgment  of  Sir  John  Davies,  whose  experience  as  a  statesman 
and  as  a  lawyer  led  him  to  the  conviction  that '  the  application  of  the 
English  law  of  tenure  to  Ireland  was  essential  to  the  well-being  of 
the  latter  coimtry.' 

5thly,  Because  the  sect.  37  of  the  present  Bill,  in  its  ex  po^i 
facto  operation,  is  framed  on  a  principle  opposed  to  the  rights  of 
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property^  making  a  gratuitous  transfer  to  one  class  of  that  which 
now  belongs  to  another,  and,  in  order  to  mitigate  this  act  of 
injastice>  introducing  exceptions  and  limitations  which  cannot  fail 
to  lead  to  confusion  and  litigation,  to  be  supported  by  doubtful  and 
questionable  evidence. 

6thl7^  Because  this  provision  is  utterly  repugnant  to  the  faith  of 
Parliament  as  pledged  to  the  purchasers  of  Irish  landed  property 
under  the  Encumbered  Estates  Act,  parties  to  whom  a  Parliamentary 
title  declared  good  against  all  claims  whatsoever,  being  under  this 
Bill  made  responsible  for  new  obligations  to  which  they  have  not 
consented,  and  to  pecuniary  burdens  created  by  an  ex  post  facto  law. 

7thly,  Because  we  agree  in  the  opinion  of  the  statesman  under 
whose  authority  the  Devon  Conmiission  was  issued^  that  ^  it  is  a 
gprievous  error  on  the  part  of  the  L^slature  to  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  property,  the  maintenance  of  which  is  the  great  charac- 
teristic of  a  state  of  social  improvement,  and  any  interference  with 
which  constitutes  the  greatest  blow  that  can  be  given  to  industry 
and  to  the  accumulation  of  wealth.' 

8thly,  Because,  whilst  we  desire  that  an  improvement  should 
be  effected  in  the  dwellings  of  the  cottiers  class,  we  apprehend  that 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  more  especially  the  sect.  106,  will 
fail  to  produce  this  desirable  result,  the  future  recovery  of  rent 
of  cottiers  holdings  being  made  dependent  upon  the  proof  of  two 
allegations  of  fact,  each  of  which  may  be  made  matters  of  litigation 
and  controversy ;  the  consequence  will  be  an  indisposition  to  invest 
capital  in  property  thus  rendered  uncertain  and  unproductive ;  the 
number  of  dwellings  for  small  occupiers  is  therefore  likely  to  be 
diminished,  and  a  new  pressure  cast  on  the  very  class  whom  it  is 
intended  to  benefit. 

9thly,  Because  we  are  indisposed  to  rely  on  ingenious  contrivances 
attempted  to  be  carried  out  by  compulsory  enactment  as  the  true 
source  of  national  improvement,  rejoicing  to  think  that  the  force  of 
sound  public  opinion,  the  just  appreciation  of  duty,  and  even  the 
motives  of  enlarged  private  interest,  are  leading  on  both  the  pro- 
prietors and  occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland  in  a  course  of  judicious 
progress,  and  we  therefore  prefer  to  place  our  reliance  upon  the 
development  of  natural  causes,  rather  than  to  risk  counteracting 
those  causes  by  an  unwise  though  well-meant  system  of  legislation. 

Thomas  Sprbg  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
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Ulick  John  De  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 
William  Willoughby  Cole,  Lord    Grinstead   (Earl    of  Eunia- 

killen). 
John  Alexander  Thynne,  Marquis  of  Bath. 
William  Thomas  Le  Poer  Trench,  Earl  of  Clanoarty. 
Robert  Jocelyn,  Lord  Clanbrassill  (Earl  of  Roden). 
Edward  Lawless,  Lord  Clonourry. 
Richard  Handcock,  Lord  Castlemaine. 
Robert  Bourke,  Earl  of  Mayo. 


DCCCLXV. 

August  1,  1854. 

By  17  and  18  Yictoria,  cap.  89,  the  Irish  constabulary  received  powen 
by  which  they  were  enabled  to  check  illicit  distillation.  Amendments 
were  moved  in  the  Lords  by  Lord  Monteagle  (see  Hansard,  Third  Series, 
vol.  cxxxv,  p.  1070),  the  purport  of  which  was  to  omit  all  expressions  or 
clauses  which  imposed  this  duty  on  the  consti^ulary,  on  the  plea  that  this 
force  was  under  military  regulations,  and  that  the  imposition  of  such  a 
duty  would  be  dangerous  to  the  discipline  of  the  whole  body.  Lord 
Monteagle  took  a  division  on  the  13th  clause  of  the  Bill,  but  was  defeated 
by  17  to  II. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

ist,  Because  it  is  inexpedient^  on  general  principles^  to  impose  on 
the  constabulary  of  Lreland,  a  force  originally  constituted  and  well 
adapted  for  the  execution  of  the  ordinary  law  of  the  k&nd^  and  the 
protection  of  life  and  property,  the  conflicting  revenue  functions 
required  for  the  suppression  of  illicit  distillation. 

andly,  Because  the  maintenance  of  this  distinction  between  the 
ordinary  duties  of  civil  constables  and  the  duties  hitherto  exclusively 
intrusted  to  officers  of  the  Excise  revenue,  which  this  Bill  sets  aside, 
was  strongly  laid  down  in  the  Statute  originally  constituting  the 
Irish  constabulary,  and  has  been  adopted  in  every  Act  of  Parliament 
subsequently  passed  during  the  last  thirty  years. 

3rdly,  Because  this  enactment  is  also  at  variance  with  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Treasury,  and  of  the  Government  of  Ireland,  more 
especially  as  pronounced  in  1834  and  1835,  in  which  latter  year 
the  present  Viscount  Hardinge  informed  the  Treasury,  that  after  a 
full  consideration  of  the  different  bearings  of  the  question  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant's  opinion  was,  in  accordance  with  that  of  the  preceding 
Irish  Government,  that  the  constabulary  fofce  should  be  kept  quite 
distinct  from  the  revenue  police  of  Irekoiid. 
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4thl7^  Because  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
appointed  to  consider  the  consequences  of  extending  the  functions 
of  the  ooDstabulary  in  Ireland  to  the  suppression  or  prevention 
of  illicit  distillation,  has  not  given  any  recommendation  which 
affords  a  sanction  to  the  present  Bill. 

5thl7,  Because  the  evidence  given  before  that  committee  by 
public  officers  of  the  greatest  ability  and  experience  is  wholly  at 
variance  with  the  thirteenth  section  of  the  Bill,  by  which  authority 
is  given  to  the  Lord-Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  at  his  discretion,  to 
sanction  the  employment  of  the  officers  and  men  of  the  constabulary, 
not  only  in  suppressing  the  illegal  sale  of  spirits  in  unlicensed 
houses,  but  in  searching  for  private  stills,  spirits,  materials,  and 
implements  for  distillation,  and  enforcing  in  every  respect  the  laws 
which  have  hitherto  been  entrusted  to  revenue  officers. 

6thly,  Because  the  constabulary  are  admitted  on  all  hands  to  be 
unfitted  for  the  duties  of  still-hunting,  whilst  without  still-hunting 
it  is  admitted  likewise  that  illicit  distillation  cannot  be  suppressed. 

7tMy,  Because  the  enactment  by  which  civil  constables,  wholly 
unacquainted  with  the  complicated  system  of  law  passed  for  the 
protection  of  the  Excise  revenue,  cannot  be  successful,  it  being 
manifestly  impossible  that  such  constables  can,  without  instnu^tion 
or  experience,  be  competent  to  discharge  satisfactorily  new  and 
difficult  duties. 

8ihly,  Because,  as  by  the  thirteenth  section  the  Lord-Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  is  authorized  to  confer  on  the  county  inspectors,  sub- 
inspectors,  head  or  other  constables  within  any  district  in  Ireland, 
all  the  powers,  authorities,  and  privileges  of  officers  of  Excise,  as 
fully  as  if  the  general  Excise  Act  were  repeated  and  re-enacted 
in  the  present  Bill,  it  follows  that  the  constabulary  will  not  only 
be  charged  with  conflicting  duties,  but  will  be  called  on  to 
administer  two  differing  systems  of  law,  and  will  be  made  subordi- 
nate to  two  differing  and  possibly  conflicting  authorities,  subversive 
of  their  order,  discipline,  and  responsibility,  and  inconsistent  with 
the  due  execution  of  their  primary  civil  functions,  and  their 
obedience  to  the  civil  authority,  whether  that  of  the  judges  of  the 
land  at  assizes,  the  sheriffs,  or  the  justices  of  the  peace  at  petty  and 
quarter  sessions. 

9thly,  Because  the  greatest  risks  and  dangers  must  consequently 
be  apprehended  if  the  civil  force  bound   to  act  at  fedrs,  public 
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meetings,  and  wherever  a  breach  of  the  peace  is  apprehended,  as 
well  as  to  attend  as  witnesses  in  courts  of  justice,  and  to  execute  the 
warrants  which  may  be  issued  in  enforcement  of  the  law  and  for  the 
apprehension  of  offenders,  are  by  this  Bill  charged  with  the  heavy 
and  dangerous  duties  by  day  and  by  night  on  which  the  suppression 
of  illicit  distillation  exclusively  depends. 

lothly^  Because  this  enactment  is  utterly  repugnant  to  the 
following  evidence  now  on  the  table  of  this  House^  and  which 
has  not  been  contradicted : — Mr.  Dancer,  an  experienced  ofBcer 
in  the  Revenue  police,  states,  that  if  the  constabulary  are  employed 
for  the  purpose  of  seizing  stills  and  implements  of  the  distillers' 
trade,  it  will  interfere  with  the  ordinary  duty  of  the  constabulary, 
and  prevent  the  possibility  of  the  two  duties  from  being  performed ; 
Mr.  Coulson,  a  resident  or  stipendiary  magistrate^  states,  that 
advantage  would  be  taken  by  the  people  of  the  removal  of  the 
constables  on  civil  duties^  and  an  impulse  given  to  illicit  distil- 
lation in  their  absence;  Major-General  Sir  Duncan  Macgregoir 
considers  the  union  of  any  body  of  men  under  two  authorities  for 
the  discharge  of  two  distinct  classes  of  duties  to  be  objectionable ; 
the  constables  might  neglect  their  police  duties^  he  observes^  on  the 
plea  of  revenue  service,  or  vice  versa,  and  orders  respecting  revenue 
duty  might  run  counter  to  those  orders  already  given  to  the  consta- 
bulary as  conservators  of  the  public  peace ;  Colonel  Maclachlan,  the 
head  of  the  Revenue  police,  states  the  duties  with  which  he  is 
intrusted  to  require  a  separate  and  exclusive  corps  to  perform  them, 
and  this  he  gives  as  the  result  of  seven  years'  experience  and  a  great 
deal  of  thought ;  the  chairman  of  the  Board  of  Inliuid  Revenue,  Mr. 
J.  Wood,  remarks  to  the  same  effect,  that  he  cannot  conceive  any 
force  acting  efficiently  under  two  masters ;  it  would  act,  he  observes, 
more  beneficially  if  the  constabulary  were  employed  in  preserving 
the  peace,  and  the  revenue  police  in  looking  after  the  revenue, 
combined  action  leading  to  the  inefficiency  of  both  forces. 

iithly,  Because  the  efficiency  of  the  constabulary  depends  very 
mainly  on  their  retaining  and  deserving  the  confidence  of  the  people ; 
a  confidence  which  it  i^  now  shown  that  they  possess,  not  only  by 
the  evidence  of  all  the  gentlemen  examined,  but  by  the  fisu^t  of  their 
execution  of  nightly  patrol  duties  in  parties  of  two  or  three  without 
encountering  danger  or  molestation ;  and  it  is  hardly  possible  to 
expect  that  this  good  feeling  will  be  preserved  if  they  are  called  on 
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to  execute  revenue  functions,  which  are  viewed  with  so  much 
jealousy  and  dislike  as  now  to  require  the  presence  of  much  larger 
parties,  attended  by  an  officer  of  a  higher  class,  authorized  to  enter 
and  search  houses  by  day  or  night,  and  authorized  to  use  firearms 
in  case  of  obstruction,  without  the  presence  or  intervention  of  a 
civil  magistrate. 

lilthly.  Because,  when  it  has  been  proved  by  experience  that  the 
execution  of  revenue  duties  for  the  suppression  of  illicit  distillation 
by  the  land  forces  of  the  Crown  has  led  in  former  times  to  the 
disorganization  and  loss  of  discipline  of  the  military  detachments 
so  employed,  though  kept  under  the  authority  of  a  commissioned 
officer,  it  cannot  but  be  apprehended  that  a  similar  experiment  tried 
on  the  constabulary  will  be  productive  of  like  disastrous  results. 

I3thly,  Because  it  is  inexpedient  to  cast  on  the  constabulary  new 
duties^  most  laborious  and  repulsive  in  their  nature,  at  a  time  when 
it  is  found  difficult  to  recruit  that  corps,  and  to  retain  the  services 
c^  efficient  and  experienced  men. 

I4thly9  Because  the  present  time  is  signally  inappropriate  for  the 
proposed  change^  even  if  no  objections  of  principle  existed  :  twelve 
regiments  have,  within  a  few  months^  been  withdrawn  from  Ireland 
for  foreign  service,  and  the  duties  and  the  responsibilities  of  the  con- 
stabalary  are  proportionably  increased  ;  and  if,  as  has  been  stated  on 
official  authority^  the  collection  of  the  spirit  and  malt  revenue  is  now 
satisfactory  and  successful,  there  is  at  once  more  danger  in  the 
proposed  change,  and  less  necessity  for  making  it. 

I5tlily,  Because  exceptional  laws  like  the  present,  confined  to 
particular  districts  and  to  a  limited  time,  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Executive  Government,  cannot  be  justified,  except  by  an  overpower- 
ing necessity,  and  cannot  be  applied  to  merely  fiscal  purposes 
without  a  sacrifice  of  the  principles  of  a  free  constitution. 

Thomas  Spring  Eice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

John  Alexander  Thynne,  Marquis  of  Bath. 

Comwallis  Maude,  Viscount  Hawarden. 

Ulick  John  De  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 
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DCCCLXVI. 
June  5,  1855. 

By  18  and  19  Victoria,  cap.  27,  the  stamp  duty  on  newspapers  was 
repealed,  and  the  regulations  under  which  such  periodicals  might  be 
transmitted  hy  post  were  recast.  The  debates  in  the  Commons  may  be 
found  in  EEansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cxxxvii,  p.  1 107.  The  measure  was 
warmly  supported  by  Sir  Bulwer  Lytton,  and  objected  to  by  Mr.  Dnim- 
mond ;  who  took  occasion  to  attack  the  Times  newspaper.  The  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  was  carried  by  215  to  161.  It  was  read  a  second  time 
in  the  Lords  without  a  division,  but  with  speeches  from  Lords  Canning 
and  Monteagle.     Hansard,  vol.  cxxxviii,  p.  952. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist^  Because  it  is  inconsistent  with  the  most  obvious  principles 
of  financial  policy  to  endanger  a  permanent  annual  income  like  that 
produced  by  the  stamp  duty  on  newspapers,  and  which  nearly 
amounts  to  £yyo,ooo,  at  a  time  when  the  country  is  engaged  in 
a  formidable  war,  and  when  the  necessities  of  the  public  service 
have  rendered  it  necessary  to  contract  a  loan  of  j^i6,ooo^ocx> 
during  the  present  session. 

2ndly>  Because  the  annual  amount  of  revenue  thus  placed  at  risk 
by  the  ill-advised  repeal  of  the  stamp  duty  upon  newspapers  would^ 
if  retained^  have  been  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  interest  of  the 
permanent  debt  contracted  during  the  present  session^  or  would 
have  lessened  the  necessity  of  imposing  increased  and  oppressive 
burdens  on  the  people. 

3rdly^  Because  the  inexpediency  of  this  sacrifice  of  permanent 
income  becomes  still  more  apparent  at  a  period  like  the  present, 
when,  in  addition  to  the  loan  contracted^  Parliament  has  also  been 
compelled  to  increase  the  income  tax,  as  well  as  the  duties  of  cus- 
toms and  excise  on  articles  of  the  first  necessity ^  diminishing  the 
command  of  the  industrious  population  over  the  comforts  and 
necessaries  of  life,  checking  the  progress  of  our  commercial  rela- 
tions, and  restricting  the  foreign  markets  for  our  manu&ctures. 

4thly,  Because  such  a  sacrifice  of  taxation  is  the  less  called  for, 
when,  as  in  the  present  instance,  it  is  applied  to  a  branch  of  the 
revenue  increasing  steadily  in  amount  from  year  to  year,  and 
thereby  demonstrating  that  its  pressure  has  not  acted  injuriously 
to  the  public  interests. 

5thly,  Because  the  proposed  repeal  of  the  stamp  duty  on  news- 
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papers,  so  far  from  being  sought  for  as  a  relief  to  the  class  of 
newspaper  proprietors  whose  interests  are  primarily  involved  in  the 
question,  is,  on  the  contrary,  earnestly  deprecated  by  them,  as 
being  likely  to  lead,  through  an  unjust  and  unchecked  piracy,  to 
the  depreciation  of  their  capital,  and  the  sacrifice  of  their  com- 
mercial interests. 

6thly^  Because  no  attempt  has  been  made  by  the  Legislature,  as 
justice  required,  to  protect  such  parties  from  these  severe  antici- 
pated losses,  which,  if  they  should  take  place  by  the  reduction  of 
the  just  profits  of  industry  (the  result  of  a  fraudulent  competition), 
may  lessen  the  motives  and  the  means  of  newspaper  proprietors  for 
procuring  and  communicating  trustworthy  information,  thus  re- 
acting  mischievously  upon  public  and  private  interests,  by  limiting 
and  defeating  the  most  useful  frmctions  of  a  free  and  intelligent 
press. 

7thly,  Because  the  loss  of  permanent  income  produced  by  the 
present  Bill  cannot  but  throw  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  ftiture 
reduction  of  the  war  taxes  on  the  restoration  of  peace,  to  which  the 
&ith  of  Parliament  stands  solenmly  pledged  to  the  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

DCCCLXVIL 

July  20,  1855. 

The  Act  18  and  19  Victoria,  cap.  67,  was  passed  in  order  to  facilitate 
the  recovery  of  debts  on  bills  of  exchange  and  promissory  notes,  by  pre- 
venting frivolous  and  fictitious  defences  to  actions  thereon.  This  Act 
originated  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  but  on  the  19th  of  December, 
1854,  Lord  Brougham  introduced  a  Bill  on  the  same  subject,  assimilating 
the  law  of  England  to  that  of  Scotland,  and,  as  he  stated,  to  that  of  all 
civilised  countries,  by  permitting  the  registration  of  dishonoured  Bills,  and 
thereon  according  the  creditor  the  means  of  summary  execution,  instead 
of  forcing  him  to  institute  an  action  at  law.  Lord  Brougham's  BiU  had 
been  introduced  in  a  previous- e^ion,  had  passed  the  Lords,  and  had 
been  dropped  in  the  Commons.  A  similar  fate  attended  the  present 
measure.  It  was  carried  on  the  second  reading  by  114  to  58,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  When  the  Bill,  originated  in  the  Commons, 
came  to  a  third  reading,  Lord  Brougham  attempted  to  introduce  certain 
clauses  into  the  Bill  by  which  it  would  be  assimilated  to  that  which  he 
bad  himself  projected,  as  also  a  schedule  of  forms.  These  amendments 
were  rejected,  and  the  following  protest  was  inserted. 

D  d  a 
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1st,  Because  the  Bill  provides  a  less  complete  remedy  than  the 
Bill,  twice  passed  by  this  House,  for  the  evils  so  justly  complained 
of,  which  exist  in  no  commercial  country  but  England ;  and  the 
amendments  proposed  would  have  given  parties  the  option  of  either 
proceeding  under  the  provisions  of  the  Common  Law  Procedure 
Act,  or  pursuing  the  more  effectual  course. 

andly.  Because  the  law  of  England  would  thereby  have  been  the 
same  in  this  important  department  with  that  of  Scotland,  where 
parties  have  long  had  the  option,  and  have,  in  almost  every  in- 
stance, preferred  the  more  effectual  mode  of  proceeding. 

3rdly,  Because  the  two  modes  of  proceeding  having  been  fully 
considered  by  the  great  mercantile  bodies  in  England,  those  of 
London,  Liverpool,  Manchester,  Leeds,  Sheffield,  and  others,  the 
preference  has  been  uniformly  given  to  that  provided  by  the  Bill 
of  this  House. 

4thly,  Because  great  as  is  the  amendment  of  the  law  effected  by 
the  Bill  now  passed,  and  essential  as  is  the  improvement  given  to 
that  Bill  by  adopting  the  two  most  important  provisions  of  the 
Bill  of  this  House,  without  which  indeed  the  whole  measure  would 
have  been  nugatory,  what  remains  to  be  accomplished  bears  a  con« 
siderable  proportion  to  the  good  now  effected,  and  the  delaying  its 
attainment  can  only  tend  to  give  the  adversaries  of  all  plans  of 
this  description  a  pretext  for  resisting  a  further  amendment  of 
the  law. 

Henry  Bi*ougham,  Lord  Brougham  and  Vaux. 

DCCCLXVIII. 

August  7,  1855. 

An  Actf  limiting  the  liability  of  members  of  certain  joint  stock  com- 
panies (18  and  19  Victoria,  cap.  133),  was  passed  in  this  session,  after 
long  debates  in  the  Commons.  The  second  reading  was  taken  in  the 
Lords  on  the  7  th  of  August,  when  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  adopted  the 
somewhat  unusual  expedient  of  moving  urgency  for  the  measure,  in  the 
following  resolution  :-^*  "  The  Limited  Liability  Bill "  having  been  intro- 
duced and  passed  by  the  House  of  Commons  in  conformity  with  an 
imanimous  resolution  of  that  House  declaring  *'  that  the  law  of  partner- 
ship which  renders  every  person  who,  though  not  an  ostensible  partner, 
shares  the  profits  of  a  trading  concern,  liable  to  the  whole  of  the  debts,  is 
unsatisfactory,  and  should  be  so  far  modified  as  to  permit  persons  to  con- 
tribute to  the  capital  of  such  concerns  on  terms  of  sharing  their  profits, 
without  incurring  liability  beyond  a  limited  amount ;"  and  the  progress 
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of  the  Bill  having  been  delayed  by  the  lengthened  discussions  on  the 
conduct  of  the  war,  which  prevented  it  being  sent  up  to  this  House  at  an 
earlier  period,  and  great  inconvenience  being  experienced  from  the  sus- 
pension of  many  undertakings  of  great  importance,  consequent  on  the 
stoppage  of  all  Charters  and  Acts  of  Parliament  for  giving  limited 
liability,  in  the  anticipation  of  Parliament  legislating  on  the  subject, — 
the  circumstances  which  render  legislation  on  the  subject-matter  of  the 
said  Bill  expedient  are  of  such  urgency  as  to  render  the  immediate 
consideration  of  the  same  necessary.'  The  resolution  was  carried  by 
38  to  14,  and  the  following  protest  inserted. 

1st,  Because  the  importance  of  a  measure  is  no  proof  of  its  im- 
mediate urgency ;  and  while  the  long  existence  of  the  law  which 
the  Limited  Liability  Bill  is  to  alter  fundamentally^  and  under 
which  the  trade  and  commerce  of  the  country  has  grown  and 
prospered,  proves  the  importance  of  this  Bill,  and  its  claim  to  the 
careful  and  deliberate  consideration  of  this  House,  it  altogether 
negatives  the  plea  of  any  urgent  necessity  existing  for  immediate 
legislation  on  the  subject-matter  thereof. 

andly.  Because  this  House  resolved  on  the  4th  of  May  last  not 
to  read  any  Bill  a  second  time  after  the  24th  of  July,  unless  the 
subject-matter  thereof  was  of  recent  occurrence  or  urgency,  and 
many  peers  have  left  London  under  the  impression  that  no  further 
business  of  importance  was  to  be  brought  forward  in  the  present 
session. 

3rdly,  Because  'The  Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill* 
stands  for  second  reading  on  Thursday  next,  and  the  speedy  pro- 
rogation of  Parliament  is  thereby  announced,  and  the  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  having  this  day  declined  to  say  whether  it 
might  not  take  place,  as  generally  expected,  on  Saturday  next 
(which  the  advanced  state  of  the  said  Bill  renders  possible),  it  is 
derogatory  to  the  character  of  the  House,  and  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  its  standing  orders,  and  to  all  precedent,  that  it  should 
proceed  with  a  Bill  of  such  importance,  under  such  circumstances, 
in  opposition  to  the  wishes  and  request  of  several  peers  who  are  in 
the  habit  of  taking  an  active  part  in  the  proceedings  of  the  House, 
and  who  declare  that  they  have  not  had  time  for  a  due  considera- 
tion of  the  said  Bill,  and  for  the  preparation  of  amendments 
thereto. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Hedesdale. 
Comwallis  Maude,  Viscount  Hawarden. 
George  William  Lyttelton,  Lord  Lyttelton. 
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Henry  George  Grey,  Earl  Grey. 
Edward  Jervis  Jervis,  Viscount  St.  Vincent. 
Edward  Burtenshaw  Sugden,  Lord  St.  Leonard's. 
Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
John  Alexander  Thynne,  Marquis  of  Bath. 
William  Samuel  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 


DCCCLXIX— DCCCLXXL 

Februaky  25,  1856. 

On  the  1 6th  of  January,  1856,  Sir  James  Parke,  one  of  the  Barons  of 
the  Exchequer,  was  created  Lord  Wensleydale  for  the  term  of  his  natural 
life.  On  the  7  th  of  February  Lord  Lyndhurst  called  the  attention  of 
the  Lords  to  the  patent  which  had  lately  been  granted,  and  moved  that 
the  patent  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Privileges.  He  entered  at 
length  into  the  historical  and  constitutional  question,  and  was  answered  by 
Lord  Granville,  who  gave  an  account  of  the  motives  which  induced 
the  Government  to  create  a  life  peerage.  Lord  St.  Leonard's,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  (Cranworth),  Lord  Campbell,  Lord  Grey,  Lord  Derby,  the 
Duke  of  Argyll,  and  Lord  Brougham,  took  part  in  the  debate.  The 
motion  was  carried  by  138  to  105,  the  law  lords  generally  voting  with 
the  majority.  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cxl,  p.  263.)  The  Committee 
sat  on  the  1 2th  of  February  and  took  evidence.  On  the  22nd  of  February 
Lord  Glenelg  moved  that  the  Judges  should  be  consulted  as  to  whether 
the  Crown  could  grant  the  dignity  of  a  Baron  of  the  United  Elingdom  for 
life,  and  as  to  what  privileges  were  conferred  by  such  a  grant.  Thia 
motion  was  rejected  by  142  to  iii,  the  reason  being  apparently  that  in 
matters  of  privilege  the  House  of  Lords  would  take  counserof  no  one. 
Lord  Lyndhurst  then  moved  that  the  House  agree  with  the  report  of  the 
Committee,  which  was  to  the  effect  that  the  letters  patent  issued  do  not 
entitle  the  grantee  therein  named  to  sit  and  vote  in  Parliament.  To  thia 
Lord  Grey  moved  an  amendment  to  the  effect  that  the  highest  legal 
authorities  had  held  that  the  Crown  did  possess  the  power  of  granting  Qfe 
peerages,  and  that  the  Lords  would  not  be  justified  in  assuming  the 
illegality  of  the  present  letters  patent,  adding  that  if  this  amendment 
were  carried,  he  should  move  other  resolutions,  the  purpose  of  which  was 
to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  practice.  The  motion  of  Lord  Lyndhurst  was 
carried  by  92  to  57.  Lord  Wensleydale  subsequently  took  a  peerage  of 
inheritance. 

The  following  protests  were  entered. 

1st,  Because  the  order  of  reference  not  having  directed  any 
inquiry  whether  a  writ  of  summons  would  entitle  Lord  Wensleydale 
to  sit  and  vote  in  this  House,  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Pri- 
vileges purports  to  decide  a  question  not  submitted  to  them. 

2ndly,  Because,  according  to  the  uniform  opinions  of  the  highest 
legal  authorities  for  above  two  centuries  and  a  half,  the  Crown  has 
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the  prerogative  of  creating  a  peer  for  life,  with  all  the  privileges  of 
the  hereditary  peerage,  except  that  of  transmitting  his  honours  to 
his  descendants. 

3rdly^  Because  the  creation  of  a  peerage  for  life,  with  a  limita- 
tion in  the  patent  to  collateral  relatives^  has  been  common  even  in 
modem  times,  and  no  such  patent  would  have  been  valid  if  the 
prerogative  contended  for  did  not  exist. 

4thly,  Because  any  subject  of  the  Crown  who  has  received  a  writ 
of  summons  to  this  House  is  entitled  to  take  his  seat  according  to 
the  exigency  of  his  writ^  and  there  is  no  principle  or  precedent 
warranting  this  House  in  refusing  to  admit  him. 

Robert  Monsey  Bolfe,  Lord  Cranworth  (Chancellor). 

George  Douglas  Campbell,  Lord  Sundridge  (Duke  of  Argyll). 

Granville  Qeorge  Leveson  €k)wer,  Earl  Granville. 

Edward  John  Stanley,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley, 

Henry  Fitzmaurice  Petty,  Marquis  of  Lansdowne. 

Dudley  Ryder,  Earl  of  Harrowby. 

Fox  Maule  Ramsay,  Lord  Fanmure. 

Charles  Qrant,  Lord  Olenelg. 

John  Campbell,  Marquis  of  Breadalbane. 

John  Robert  Townshend,  Viscount  Sydney. 


ist^  Because  it  has  been  repeatedly  laid  down  in  the  writings  of 
the  highest  legal  authorities  that  the  Crown  possesses  the  right  of 
creating  peers  for  Ufe,  and  this  right  has  been  expressly  recog- 
nized  by  committees  appointed  by  the  House  of  Lords  in  18 17  and 
the  following  years  to  enquire  into  the  dignity  of  a  peer,  the  reports 
of  these  committees  having  been  printed  when  presented,  and 
afterwards  reprinted  by  order  of  the  House,  and  having  remained 
unquestioned  for  upwards  of  thirty  years. 

2ndly,  Because  the  right  of  the  Crown  to  grant  peerages  for 
life,  which  has  been  thus  declared  and  recog^sed,  has  been  actually 
exercised  up  to  a  comparatively  recent  period,  several  patents 
creating  peerages  for  life  having  been  granted  to  women  since 
the  beginning  of  the  last  century,  while  it  has  not  been  shown  that 
the  validity  of  such  patents  depended  on  the  sex  of  the  persons  on 
whom  peerages  were  conferred. 

3rdly,  Because,  in  the  face  of  such  authorities  and  precedents,  it 
appears  to  me  impossible  to  assume  that  the  power  legally  and 
constitutionally  vested  in  the  Crown  has  been  exceeded   by  the 
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grant  of  a  peerage  for  life  to  Lord  Wensleydale,  and  the  conse- 
quent issue  to  him  of  a  writ  of  summons  to  the  House  of  Lords. 

4thly,  Because  little  attempt  was  made  in  debate  to  disprove  the 
legality  of  the  Act  of  the  Crown,  the  principal  stress  having  been 
laid  on  arguments  tending  to  show  rather  an  improper  exercise 
than  an  illegal  assumption  of  power  by  the  Crown,  and  these 
arguments,  if  admitted  to  their  full  extent,  would  only  lead  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  ministers  who  have  advised  a  wrong  use  of  the 
royal  prerogative  are  deserving  of  censure,  but  could  afford  no 
ground  for  excluding  Lord  Wensleydale  from  the  House  of  Lords. 

5thly,  Because  the  resolution  come  to  by  the  House  of  Lords 
to  prevent  Lord  Wensleydale  from  taking  the  seat  in  the  House 
to  which  he  has  been  called  by  her  Majesty's  letters  patent  and 
writ  of  summons  appears  to  me,  for  the  above  reasons,  to  be  an 
unconstitutional  invasion  of  the  rights  and  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  which  may  hereafter  become  a  precedent  for  proceedings 
still  more  dangerous  and  unjustifiable. 

Henry  Gkorge  Grey,  Earl  Grey. 
William  Courtenay,  Earl  of  Devon. 

ist,  Because  by  the  law  and  usage  of  Parliament,  as  well  as 
by  the  principles  of  reason  and  justice,  a  committee  is  authorized 
to  consider  such  questions  only  as  shall  have  been  committed  to 
them  by  vote  of  the  House. 

2ndly,  Because  in  cases  where  the  original  order  of  reference  is 
found  to  have  been  unduly  limited,  and  where  it  becomes  expedient 
that  new  and  additional  matter  should  be  considered  and  reported 
on,  the  undoubted  law  and  usage  of  Parliament  demand  that  a 
further  order  of  reference  or  instruction  should  first  be  obtained 
from  the  House,  in  order  to  justify  the  committee  in  exceeding 
the  limits  specified  in  the  original  resolution  by  which  its  authority 
is  created  and  defined. 

3rdly,  Because  any  report  from  a  committee  so  far  as  it  exceeds 
the  authority  granted  by  the  House  must  be  considered  as  ul^a. 
vires,  and  therefore  as  wanting  in  Parliamentary  validity. 

4thly,  Because  the  only  authority  conferred  on  the  Committee  for 
Privileges  on  the  Wensleydale  peerage  was  *  to  examine  and  consider 
the  letters  patent  presented  to  the  House,  and  to  report  thereon.' 

5thly,  Because  the  Committee  for  Privileges  have  reported  that 
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*  neither  the  said  letters  patent^  nor  the  said  letters  patent  with  the 
usual  writ  of  snmmons  issued  in  pursuance  thereof,  can  enable  the 
g^ntee  to  sit  and  vote  in  Parliament.' 

6thly,  Because  in  thus  deciding,  not  only  on  the  legal  force  and 
meaning  of  the  letters  patent^  a  copy  of  which  had  been  produced 
to  the  House,  and  referred  to  the  committee,  but  in  deciding  also  on 
the  meaning  and  import  of  a  writ  of  summons  which  had  never 
been  presented  t^  the  House  or  noticed  in  the  order  of  reference, 
the  Committee  for  Privileges  has  exceeded  its  just  powers,  and  its 
report,  so  far  as  relating  to  the  writ  of  summons,  is  contrary  to 
the  law  and  usage  of  Parliament,  and  is  therefore  of  no  force 
and  validity,  and  ought  not  to  be  drawn  into  precedent  hereafter. 

7thly,  Because,  independently  of  all  Parliamentary  usage,  it 
appears  contrary  to  the  first  principles  on  which  adjudications  on 
contested  rights  should  rest  to  decide  on  the  legal  import  of  a 
written  instrument  which  has  not  been  examined,  produced,  or 
even  called  for. 

8thly,  Because  a  report  thus  purporting  to  limit  the  effect  of 
her  Majesty's  writ  of  summons  in  anticipation  of  its  production 
at  some  future  time,  not  resting  on  any  Parliamentary  precedent 
referred  to,  is  an  unauthorized  extension  of  the  privileges  of  this 
House,  and  is  derogatory  to  the  just  prerogative  of  the  Sovereign. 

9thly,  Because  exception  has  been  taken  in  debate  by  high  legal 
authority  to  the  extracts  made  from  the  Journals,  and  laid  before 
the  House,  on  the  grounds  of  their  insufficiency  and  incompleteness, 
and  yet  the  supposed  authority  of  these  extracts  has  been  relied  on 
in  support  of  the  decision  which  the  Committee  for  Privileges  and 
this  House  have  been  called  on  to  pronounce. 

lothly,  Because  the  adoption  of  this  report,  as  touching  the 
patent  granted  and  the  writ  of  summons  issued  to  James  Lord 
Wensleydale,  appears  the  more  dangerous  as  a  precedent  and  the 
more  unjust  in  principle  when  it  is  considered  that  a  motion  has 
been  made  and  rejected  requiring  the  attendance  of  the  learned 
judges,  with  the  view  of  obtaining  their  opinion  on  the  legal  import 
and  just  construction  of  the  letters  patent  of  the  Crown  laid  before 
this  House,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  for  Privileges. 

Thomas  Spring  Rice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
Charles  Grant,  Lord  Glenelg. 
William  Courtenay,  Earl  of  Devon. 
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DCCCLXXII— DCCCLXXIV. 

June  6,  1856. 

Immediately  after  the  decision  of  the  Lords  in  the  Wensleydale  Peerage 
case,  Lord  Derby  moved  for  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House,  to  examine 
into  and  report  on  the  c^pellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Lords.  This  Com- 
mittee reported  that  it  was  expedient  that  certain  persons  be  appointed, 
with  life  peerages,  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  appeals.  A  Bill  was 
therefore  brought  in,  enabling  the  Crown  to  confer  peerages  for  life  on 
any  two  persons  who  may  have  acted  as  Judges  for  five  years,  to  give 
them  the  title  of  Deputy  Speakers,  to  put  on  them  the  duty  of  assisting 
the  Chancellor  in  his  judicial  duties,  and  to  pay  them  £5000  to  £6000  a 
year.  The  Bill  was  carried  through  the  Lords  (the  Queen's  consent  being 
given  at  the  third  reading,  and  a  division  being  taken  on  the  last  stage) 
by  44  to  4.  It  was  dropped  in  the  Commons  on  the  loth  of  July,  by 
being  referred,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Haikes  Currie,  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  following  protests  were  entered. 

ist,  Because  pecuniary  payment  to  members  of  this  Honse 
nominated  by  the  Crown  for  deliberating  and  voting  in  Parlia- 
ment>  is,  in  my  opinion,  an  innovation  calculated  to  impair  the 
independence,  dignity,  and  character  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

The  services  for  which  the  Speaker  of  the  House  may  be  paid, 
are  not  voting  upon  or  discussing  questions  submitted  to  F^- 
liament ;  as  Speaker  only,  he  can  do  neither,  and  is  not  necessarily 
a  Peer.  The  Chairman  of  Committees  is  not  nominated  by  the 
Crown,  but  elected  by  the  House,  and  the  duties  imposed  upon 
him  are  of  a  special  nature,  such  as  could  not  be  performed  by 
members  of  the  House  indiscriminately.  But  it  is  now  proposed  to 
pay  certain  Peers  named  by  the  Crown  for  executing  those  duties 
which^  so  long  as  the  appellate  jurisdiction  is  retained,  devolve 
upon  all  Lords  of  Parliament.  The  Bill  thus  proclaims  that  the 
hereditary  Peers  are  incompetent  or  unwilling  to  perform  functions 
which  they  nevertheless  desire  to  retain^  and  for  the  execution  of 
which  they  seek  to  provide  at  the  cost  of  the  public  revenue. 

andly.  Because  whether  by  this  Bill  a  prerogative  long  disused 
be  revived,  or  a  new  power  be  accorded  to  the  Crown  (a  question 
upon  which  high  authorities  in  debate  were  divided),  to  enact  the 
admission  to  Parliament  of  Peers  for  life,  and  to  confine  Uiat 
admission  to  the  sole  case  of  remedying  the  inefficiency  or  con- 
sulting the  ease  of  hereditary  Peers,  appears  to  me  unjust,  impolitic^ 
and  impossible.      If  a  certain  number  of  judges  are  by  reason  of 
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their  professional  eminence  to  sit  in  this  House  with  life  peerages, 
upon  what  ground  can  we  exclude  admirals,  generals,  and  it  may 
be  others,  who  may  have  proved  their  capacity,  and  risen  to  high 
distinction  in  the  public  service,  and  whose  presence  and  counsel 
might  add  wisdom  and  authority  to  our  proceedings.  If  life 
peerages  are  to  be  created  by  Act  of  Parliament  they  cannot  be 
restricted  to  Judges  of  Appeals. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Bill  wholly  £Eiils  to  establish  such  a  supreme 
Court  of  Appeal  as  the  opinion  and  the  requirements  of  the  country 
demand.  It  does  not  even  secure  the  permanent  existence  of  the 
Court  it  is  designed  to  create ;  for  it  is  obvious  that,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  four  Peers  for  life  may  enjoy  pensions  and  sit 
and  vote  in  Parliament  after  they  have  ceased  to  act  as  Judges  of 
Appeals.  The  occurrence  of  such  a  contingency  is  not  very 
improbable,  as  the  new  Deputy  Speakers,  who  must  be  Judges  of 
experience,  may  be  persons  also  of  advanced  age. 

A  suitor  must  still  be  in  uncertainty  regarding  the  composition 
of  the  appellate  tribunal.  An  appeal  may  still  be  tried  by  several 
or  virtually  by  one  learned  Judge,  according  to  the  varying  capa- 
bilities, convenience,  or  caprice  of  the  Lords. 

4thly,  Because  a  Bill  thus  faulty  in  principle  and  short-sighted 
in  its  enactments  cannot,  in  my  opinion,  secure  a  satisfactory 
administration  of  the  law,  or  uphold  the  dignity  and  authority  of 
this  House. 

Ulick  John  De  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 
Arthur  Hill  Trevor,  Viscount  Dungannon,  for  the  third  and 
fourth  reasons. 

Because  the  creation  of  any  Peers  with  a  patent  for  life  only, 
though  limited  to  the  number  of  four,  and  introduced  for  a  special 
object  and  for  special  reasons,  to  sit  and  vote  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  is  an  innovation  of  a  dangerous  character,  and  an  invasion 
of  those  hereditary  principles  and  privileges  which  have  hitherto 
distinguished  that  branch  of  the  Legislature,  thereby  establishing 
a  precedent  which  may  at  no  very  distant  period  of  time  be  acted 
upon  and  extended  to  the  serious  prejudice  of  the  hereditary  peerage, 
and  the  peril  of  the  stability  of  the  Throne. 

Arthur  Hill  Trevor,  Viscount  Dungannon. 
William  Thomas  Le  Poer  Trench,  Viscount  Clanoarty  (Earl  of 
Clancarty). 
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ist,  Because  it  recognises  the  creation  of  peerages  for  life  only, 
which  by  a  recent  resolution  of  the  House  have  been  declared  illegal 
and  unconstitutional. 

andly,  Because  the  conferring  of  life  peerages  would  be  sub- 
versive of  the  prescriptive  title  by  which  Peers  of  the  Realm  now 
sit  as  hereditary  counsellors  of  the  Crown,  and  though  limited  by 
the  Bill  to  four,  would  be  dangerous  as  a  precedent  for  further 
innovations  upon  the  constitution  of  the  House,  and  is  uncalled  for 
by  any  necessity. 

3rdly,  Because  the  object  of  the  Bill  being  to  obtain  '  for  the 
hearing  of  appeals  an  increased  number  of  Peers  who  have  filled 
high  judicial  offices,'  it  appears  an  anomaly  that  for  the  admission 
to  the  House,  of  persons  whose  learning  and  abilities  have  been 
thus  tested^  and  whose  qualifications  for  the  peerage  are  therefore 
of  the  highest  order,  dignities  should  be  proposed  inferior  in  point 
of  estate  to  those  held  by  other  Peers. 

4thly,  Because  the  strict  maintenance  of  the  principle  of  hereditary 
succession  in  the  peerage  is  essential  to  the  independence  and  there- 
fore to  the  due  influence  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the  great  council 
of  the  nation. 

5thly,  Because  the  abandonment  of  the  hereditary  principle  in 
the  peerage  may  imperil  its  continuance  in  the  Crown. 

William  Thomas  Le  Peer  Trench,  Viscount  Clancarty  (Earl  of 

Clancarty). 
Arthur  Hill  Trevor,  Viscount  Dungannon. 

DCCCLXXV. 

June  16,  1856. 

The  Act  (19  and  20  Victoria,  cap.  47)  for  the  incorporation  and 
regulation  of  Joint  Stock  Companies  and  other  associations,  received  the 
royal  assent  on  the  14th  of  July.  It  was  read  a  second  time  in  the 
Lords  on  the  i6th  of  June,  by  18  to  5,  the  principal  opposition  being 
from  the  peera  who  sign  the  subjoined  protest. 

1st,  Because  the  measure  is  wholly  unnecessary,  inasmuch  as  eveiy 
concern  has  the  means  of  limiting  its  liability  by  trading  upon  its 
own  capital  and  not  upon  the  borrowed  capital  of  others.  Liability 
is  not  necessarily  incident  to  trading,  or  to  the  application  of 
capital  to  the  pursuits  of  industry,  it  is  the  result  of  taking 
credit  or  trading  upon  borrowed  capital ;  limited  liability,  therefore^ 
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is  a  measure  of  protection,  not  to  the  capitalist,  great  or  small^  but 
to  the  speculator,  who  wishes  to  trade  for  his  own  profit,  but  with 
the  capital  and  at  the  risk  of  others. 

andly,  Because  the  principle  of  limited  liability  is  antagonistic 
to  and  will  probably  prove  seriously  destructive  of  the  sober  and 
substantial  virtues  of  the  mercantile  character ;  by  weakening  in 
the  mind  of  the  trader  the  sense  of  full  responsibility  for  the 
consequences  of  all  his  actions,  and  limiting  the  obligation  which 
now  rests  upon  him,  to  return  in  full  all  that  he  has  borrowed  from 
others,  the  general  tone  of  commercial  morality  must  be  dete- 
riorated ;  by  limiting  the  unfortunate  consequences  of  &ilure, 
whilst  no  corresponding  limitation  is  placed  upon  the  gains  which 
may  attend  success,  the  due  equipoise  between  the  restraints  and 
the  stimulants  to  enterprise  and  speculation,  upon  which  depend 
the  solidity  and  safety  of  the  commercial  system,  must  be  dis- 
turbed; by  enabling  parties  to  put  a  fixed  limit  to  the  amount 
of  possible  loss,  the  chief  incentive  to  caution  or  vigilance  in  the 
conduct  of  business  will  be  taken  away  or  seriously  weakened, 
whilst  by  leaving  the  hope  of  gain  unrestricted  and  indefinite,  a 
gambling  principle  will  be  introduced  into  commercial  transactions, 
and  the  risks  of  trade  will  assimilate  themselves  to  the  chances 
of  the  lottery  wheel  rather  than  to  what  they  now  are,  the  legi- 
timate results  of  hope^  industry  and  cautious  enterprise. 

3rdly,  Because  the  measure  in  its  present  form^  unaccompanied 
by  safeguards  or  any  attempt  to  obviate  the  clear  and  acknowledged 
danger  of  abuses  to  which  the  principle  of  limited  liability  must  be 
exposed,  is  not  only  in  opposition  to  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  but  is  contra- 
dictory to  the  practice  and  experience  of  every  country  in  the 
world  which  has  admitted  the  principle  of  limited  liability  into 
its  commercial  code.  In  every  other  country  the  privilege  of 
limited  liability  is  surrounded  by  restrictions  which  are  intended 
to  guard  against  the  danger,  first,  of  excessive  and  reckless  enter- 
prise^ naturally  generated  by  the  sense  of  strict  limitation  of  risk  ; 
and,  second,  of  fraudulent  abstraction^  under  the  form  of  interest  or 
profits,  of  that  specific  and  fixed  amount  of  capital  which  is  alone 
appropriated  as  the  security  of  the  honest  creditor.  These  restric- 
tions indicate  the  universal  conviction  of  all  other  countries  that 
against  these  sources  of  abuse  it  is  necessary  that  some  proper 
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safeguard  be  provided ;  if  it  be  deemed  impossible  to  render  such 
safi^^rds  efficient  and  satisfactory^  the  conclusion  necessarily 
arises  that  a  measure  ought  not  to  be  persisted  in  which  does 
not  ndmit  of  effectual  protection  against  injustice  to  the  honest 
creditor  and  injury  to  the  public  interests. 

4thly,  Because  the  effect  of  the  Bill  will  be  to  give  legal  pro- 
tection and  therefore  to  hold  out  moral  encouragement  to  dishonest 
practices  in  trade* 

Profits  in  trade  consist  of  interest  upon  capital^  remuneration  for 
labour  and  skill,  and  premium  of  insurance  on  risk.  In  proportion 
as  the  risk  in  any  business  is  great,  profits  are  usually  high ;  but  of 
these  high  profits  a  large  share  is  by  every  honest  trader  set  aside 
as  the  premium  reserved  against  high  risks.  An  unfortunate 
tradesman  coming  before  the  Bankruptcy  Court  would  not  be 
very  leniently  dealt  with,  should  it  appear  that^  carrying  on  a 
very  riskful  business,  he  had  year  by  year  spent  all  the  great 
apparent  profits,  making  no  reserve  out  of  them  to  meet  the  high 
risks  he  was  incurring.  Now,  this  is  the  very  practice  which  this 
Bill  directly  sanctions^  and  therefore  encourages. 

The  object  of  the  measure  is  to  enable  concerns  to  limit  their 
liability  to  a  certain  fixed  sum,  which  has  no  reference  to  the 
varying  magnitude  of  the  risks  which  they  incur,  or  to  the  high 
profits  which^  through  those  risks,  they  are  appropriating  to 
themselves,  but  not  reserving  for  the  honest  protection  of  their 
creditors. 

They  are,  in  fact,  appropriating  and  misapplying  the  premium 
of  insurance,  which,  under  the  form  of  high  profits  they  year  by 
year  receive^  and  in  this  immoral  course  they  will  have  the  authority 
and  sanction  of  the  Bill. 

5thly,  Because  the  tendency  of  the  measure  must  be  to  encourage 
and  promote  the  transference  of  capital  from  trading  concerns  now 
constituted  and  conducted  with  the  caution  and  prudence  which 
the  sense  of  unlimited  liability  necessarily  generates,  to  Joint 
Stock  Companies,  trading  with  small  paid-up  capital,  and  em- 
barking under  the  protection  of  limited  liability  upon  risks  which 
no  person  would  otherwise  venture  to  encounter.  When  loss 
occurs  a  heavy  portion  of  it  will  be  made  to  fall  upon  the 
unfortunate  creditor,  who  deserves  our  sympathy,  while  the 
adventurers,  who  ought  to  be  the  victims  of  their  own  reckless 
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speculations,  will  remaia  comparatively  safe  under  the  segis  of 
limited  liability.  Meanwhile  the  sober  calculations  and  legitimate 
transactions  of  real  trade  will  give  way  to  a  general  spirit  of 
speculation^  in  hazardous  enterprises,  and  jobbing  in  shares^ — ^a 
state  of  things  of  which  the  history  of  1824  and  1825  affords  a 
practical  illustration^  and  at  the  same  time  holds  out  a  warning 
example. 

6thly,  Because  many  very  important  advantages  arise  from  the 
high  moral  character  and  commercial  credit  founded  upon  the  frdl 
and  punctual  discharge  of  all  its  obligations  which  this  country  at 
present  enjoys  throughout  the  world.  If  the  effect  of  the  measure 
shall  be,  as  is  predicted  by  itB  supporters,  to  restrict  rather  than  to 
increase  credit,  by  filling  the  community  with  a  mass  of  concerns 
notoriously  undeserving  of  public  confidence,  the  consequence  must 
be  serious  injury  to  our  commercial  character  abroad,  a  diminution 
of  the  confidence  which  other  countries  repose  in  the  engagements 
of  our  merchants  and  traders,  an  interruption  to  the  ease  and 
freedom  with  which  all  our  trading  intercourse  with  the  world 
is  at  present  conducted^  and  in  the  end  absolute  pecuniary  loss  to 
the  country. 

7thly,  Because  the  measure  is  singularly  inappropriate  to  the 
present  state  of  this  country  as  regards  capital  and  enterprise. 
There  is  abundance  of  capital  in  this  country ;  we  are  the  lenders 
of  our  surplus  capital  to  every  nation  in  the  world ;  any  sudden 
demand,  any  new  opening  for  speculation,  is  at  once  supplied  with 
inexhaustible  funds;  whilst  we  are  subject  to  the  frequent  recur- 
rence of  periods  of  undue  and  dangerous  inflation  of  credit  and 
speculation.  When  these  periods  occur  the  tendency  of  the  measure 
must  be  to  extend  and  intensify  these  evils,  by  giving  facility  for 
the  wide-spread  introduction  of  Joint  Stock  Companies,  reckless  in 
their  procedure  because  protected  by  limited  liability,  and  filling 
the  community  with  the  instruments  of  gambling  in  the  form  of 
shares  upon  which  little  or  nothing  has  been  paid  up.  The  real 
want  of  the  coutitry  is,  competent  and  duly  qualified  men  (in  whom 
confidence  is  duly  blended  with  caution^  and  the  spirit  of  mercantile 
enterprise  is  regulated  by  experience  and  the  sense  of  responsibility), 
to  wield  successfully  the  vast  resources  of  capital  and  credit  which 
the  country  is  prepared  to  place  at  their  command. 

The  evil  to   the  correction   of  which  the   Bill  is  apparently 
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directed,  namely,  insufficient  supply  of  capital  to  meet  the  demands 
of  industry  and  enterprise,  does  not  in  fact  exist,  whilst  the  real 
difficulty  is  one  which  legislation  cannot  effectually  remedy. 

8thly,  Because  the  period  chosen  for  the  introduction  of  this 
measure  is  peculiarly  unfavourable  to  the  safety  of  the  experiment. 
After  a  long  continued  heavy  drain  of  the  precious  metals  from 
this  country,  the  reflux  has  apparently  commenced.  A  great 
accumulation  of  bullion  may  be  reasonably  anticipated.  Under 
such  circumstances^  credit  and  a  blind  spirit  of  speculation  are 
always  developed  to  a  dangerous  extent.  On  the  present  occasion 
this  danger  will  be  rendered  more  formidable  by  the  effect  (the 
character  and  extent  of  which  is  yet  to  be  ascertained)  of  the 
recent  extraordinary  discoveries  of  gold.  The  time  is  therefore 
approaching,  according  to  all  probability,  at  which  the  prudence 
and  flrnmess  of  the  community  will^  through  the  natural  coarse  of 
events,  be  subjected  to  a  severe  trial. 

At  such  a  moment  it  is  eminently  inexpedient  and  dangerous  to 
introduce  a  change  in  the  law  seriously  affecting  the  mutual 
relation  of  the  debtor  and  creditor  interest,  and  which  must,  in 
the  first  instance  at  least,  exercise  a  powerful  influence  on  credit 
and  speculation.  Important  changes  of  the  laws,  which  affect  our 
monetary  or  commercial  system,  however  sound  may  Jbe  the  prin- 
ciples on  which  they  rest,  are  almost  invariably  followed  by  rapid 
and  excessive  development,  leading  to  temporary  but  serious 
embarrassment. 

The  crisis  of  18^x5  was  preceded  by,  and  was  intimately  con- 
nected with,  the  rapid  development  of  the  warehousing  system 
which  resulted  from  the  Acts  passed  in  1822. 

The  crisis  of  1837-9  was  closely  connected  with  the  sudden  and 
excessive  expansion  of  the  Joint  Stock  Banking  system  which 
occurred  in  the  years  immediately  preceding. 

The  crisis  of  1847  followed  closely  upon  the  extensive  reduction 
of  important  duties  introduced  by  Sir  R.  Peel,  and  the  sudden 
outburst  of  the  railway  system. 

Experience  therefore  compels  us  to  anticipate  a  similar  crisis 
as  the  necessary  result  of  the  first  development  of  that  great  change 
in  our  monetary  and  commercial  system  which  is  involved  in  this 
abrupt  and  unqualified  introduction  of  the  principle  of  lintited 
liability. 
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If  this  crisis  occurs  simultaneously  with  the  effect  of  a  strong 
influx  of  the  precious  metals  on  the  return  of  peace,  and  of  the 
recent  extraordinary  addition  to  the  total  amount  of  the  precious 
metals  through  the  gold  discoveries,  the  firmness  and  prudence  of 
the  country  may  be  subjected  to  a  trial  too  powerful  to  be  with- 
stood, and  an  artificial  expansion  of  credit  may  ensue,  causing 
monetary  embarrassment  and  great  mercantile  disasters. 

Samuel  Jones  Lojd,  Lord  Overstone. 

Thomas  Spring  J^ce,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

DCCCLXXVI,  DCCCLXXVII. 

July  21,  1856. 

By  19  and  20  Victoria,  cap.  115,  the  Bishops  of  London  and  Durham 
were  permitted  to  retire  from  their  sees,  receiving  respectively  annual 
incomes  of  £6,000  and  £4,500,  to  be  paid  by  the  Eccleeiastical  Commis- 
sioners out  of  their  common  fund.  On  its  third  reading,  Lord  Redesdale 
proposed  to  defer  the  Bill  for  three  months,  a  motion  supported  by  the 
Bishop  of  Oxford  on  the  ground  that  the  pension  was  a  simoniacal  contract. 
The  Uiird  reading  was,  however,  carried  by  26  to  15.  See  Hansard, 
Third  Series,  vol.  cxliii,  p.  1094. 

The  following  protests  were  entered. 

ist,  Because  by  the  Act  of  26th  Henry  VIII,  cap.  14,  sections 
I,  a,  3,  4,  5,  6,  and  7,  her  Majesty  may,  by  her  royal  letters  patent, 
at  the  instance  of  any  bishop,  out  of  two  spiritual  persons,  being 
learned  and  of  good  conversation,  appoint  a  titular  bishop  for 
each  diocese,  in  aid  of  the  several  bishops,  for  a  time  to  be  limited 
by  them,  and  such  suffiragan  bishops  may  lawfully  be  paid  by  them 
out  of  their  several  revenues. 

2ndly,  Because  any  Act  of  Parliament  on  the  subject  of  resig- 
nations and  pensions  of  bishops  should  be  first  considered  (as  it 
is  in  the  nature  of  a  money  bill)  in  the  honourable  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  should  provide  for  the  case  of  all  living  and 
future  archbishops  and  bishops  and  incumbents,  and  might  therein 
incorporate  an  Act  similar  to  5!Znd  George  III,  cap.  62  (which 
applies  solely  to  Ireland)  for  England  and  Wales. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denlnan. 

1st,  Because  the  Bill  is  one  of  an  abstract  and  personal  character, 
framed  to  meet  the  case  of  two  individual  bishops,  and  not  one  of  a 
general  and  comprehensive  nature. 

VOL.  III.  E  e 
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2ndly,  Because  the  Bill  was  introduced  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session  as  to  render  any  discussion,  as  regards  either  its 
principle  or  the  consequences  it  might  involve  by  establishing  an 
inconvenient  and  mischievous  precedent,  impossible. 

3rdly,  Because  no  serious  evils  to  either  diocese,  or  to  the  Church 
in  general^  could  reasonably  be  apprehended  from  allowing  matters 
to  continue  in  their  present  condition  a  few  months  longer,  when 
ample  time  would  be  aflTorded  for  the  proper  framing  and  fall 
consideration  of  a  general  measure  of  relief  calculated  to  prove 
essentially  beneficial  to  the  interests  of  the  Church  and  the  exten- 
sion of  sound  religion. 

4thly,  Because  the  sees  of  London  and  Durham  are  not  at  the 
present  moment  the  only  instance  in  which  dioceses  are  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  the  active  services  of  their  bishop  through  age 
or  infirmity  ;  that  such  dioceses  have  an  equal  claim  for  considera- 
tion with  those  of  London  and  Durham :  therefore  a  Bill  specially 
introduced  to  meet  the  case  of  two  individual  bishops  is  unjust  in 
principle,  dangerous  in  practice,  mischievous  in  example,  and 
calculated  to  impede  rather  than  accelerate  the  progress  of  any 
future  useful  and  comprehensive  measure. 

Arthur  Hill  Trevor,  Viscount  Dungannon. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denmaji,  for  the  firsts  third,  and  fourth 
reasons. 

DCCCLXXVIII. 

June  28,  1857. 

The  Divorce  and  Matrimonial  Causes  Bill,  20  and  2 1  Victoria,  cap.  85, 
was  originated  in  the  Lords,  the  second  reading  being  carried,  on  the 
19th  of  May,  by  47  to  iB.  For  the  debate  see  Hansard,  Third  Series, 
vol.  cxlv,  p.  483.  The  Bill  went  into  Committee  on  the  23rd  of  June. 
The  first  division  was  taken  on  a  motion  of  Lord  Redesdide,  the  effect 
of  which  would  have  been,  had  it  been  accepted,  to  destroy  the  Bill. 
This  proposal  was  rejected  by  91  to  34.  The  next  proposal  was  that  of 
Lord  Hutchinson  (Earl  of  Dououghmore),  the  intention  of  which  was  to 
put  both  sexes  on  an  exactly  similar  footing.  This  proposal  was  rejected 
without  a  division,  and  the  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  the  efiect  of  rejecting  this  amendment  will  be  to 
confine  the  dissolution  of  marriage  upon  the  adultery  of  the  husband 
to  the  four  cases  stated  in  the  Bill,  which  we  consider  to  be  not  only 
inexpedient,  but,  as  contracted  with  the  relief  upon  the  adultery  of 
the  wife,  partial  and  unjust. 
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2ndly,  Because,  as  the  clause  is  framed,  although  the  husband 
should  be  living  in  the  most  open  and  notorious  adultery^  and 
should  even  bring  his  mistress  into  the  family  residence,  insult- 
ing the  vrife  by  her  presence,  and  should  endeavour  by  ill-usage 
to  compel  her  to  submit  to  this  disgrace,  such  a  case  would  not 
pome  within  its  provisions. 

3rdly,  Because  the  adultery  of  the  husband,  accompanied  with 
the  commission  of  the  greatest  crimes,  and  even  the  most  infamous 
vices,  would  not  entitle  the  wife  to  relief  under  this  clause. 

4thly^  Because  the  adultery  of  the  husband,  although  coupled 
with  his  oondemnation  to  penal  servitude,  even  for  life,  and  the 
consequent  degradation  and  misery  of  the  wife^  would  not,  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  enable  her  to  obtain  a  dissolution  of 
her  marriage. 

5thly,  Because  many  other  cases  of  similar  injustice  and  hard- 
ship are  excluded  from  relief  under  this  clause. 

6thly,  Because  to  allow  a  divorce  for  the  adultery  of  the  wife, 
and  to  reiuse  it  in  these  and  other  cases  of  adultery  by  the  husband, 
ooupled  with  acts  of  deep  injury  inflicted  upon  the  wife,  is  manifestly 
unjust. 

7thly,  Because,  although  the  adultery  of  the  wife  may  lead  to  the 
imposing  a  spurious  offspring  on  the  husband,  and  entitle  him  to  a 
divorce  for  a  reason  which  would  not  apply  to  the  case  of  adultery 
by  the  husband,  other  circumstances  may  and  frequently  do  occur 
in  connexion  with  the  adultery  of  the  hu^and,  giving  the  wife  an 
equal  claim  to  this  remedy. 

8thly,  Because  no  distinction  is  made  in  Scripture  between  the 
case  of  the  man  and  of  the  woman  in  the  commission  of  adultery. 
The  sin  is  the  same  in  both — both  are  included  under  the  same 
prohibition. 

9thly,  Because  the  whole  tendency  and  spirit  of  the  Christian 
religion  is  manifestly  calculated  to  raise  women  to  equal  rights  and 
equal  responsibilities  with  men.  *It  has,'  in  the  words  of  an 
eminent  writer  on  general  law  (Chief  Justice  Story),  'elevated 
woman  to  the  rank  and  dignity  of  an  equal,  instead  of  being  an 
humble  companion  or  a  devoted  slave  of  her  husband  ;'  and  accord- 
ingly we  find  that  as  Christianity  extended  itself,  and  its  influence 
was  brought  to  bear  upon  social  and  civil  affairs,  so  the  condi- 
tion of  woman  was  improved^  and  her  rights  to  protection  and 
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redress  were  acknowledged.  With  respect  to  marriage  and  divorce 
the  rule  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  applies  to  both  sexes  equally, 
while  all  Protestant  Legislatures  (except  our  own),  in  declaring  that 
marriage  may  be  dissolved  for  the  cause  of  adultery^  have  accorded 
to  the  wife  the  same  rights  and  remedies  as  to  the  husband. 

lothly^  Because  by  our  ecclesiastical  law  (the  only  law  at  present 
applicable  to  this  subject)^  the  same  judgment  is  pronounced  in  the 
ease  of  adultery^  whether  the  crime  be  committed  by  the  husband  or 
the  wife ;  and  there  appears  to  us  no  reason  why,  in  extending  the 
remedy,  the  principle  should  be  changed. 

iithly,  Because  as  to  the  objection  that  the  extension  of  the  law 
to  cases  of  adultery  by  the  husband  will  give  occasion  to  a  great 
number  of  suits  for  divorce,  we  think  such  apprehension  is  altogether 
groundless.  The  proceedings  can  originate  only  with  the  wife,  and 
she  has,  both  as  to  feeling  and  interest,  so  much  at  stake,  so  much 
to  relinquish  which  must  be  most  dear  to  her,  that  we  think  there 
is  Uttle  fear  of  her  resorting  to  this  remedy  except  in  extreme 
cases,  and  after  all  hope  of  amendment  has  ceased. 

I2thly,  Because  by  the  law  of  Scotland  the  adultery  of  the 

husband  with  respect  to  divorce   is  placed  on  the  same  footing 

with  the  adultery  of  the  wife.    This  law  is  found  to  be  attended 

with  no  inconvenience.     The  evidence  upon  the  subject  is  above  all 

exception,  and  we  deem  it  most  desirable  that  laws  which  so  deeply 

affect  the  social  and  moral  condition  of  the  people  should,  in 

contiguous  parts  of  the  same  Empire,  be  in  accoidance  with  each 

other. 

Richard  John  Hely  Hutchinson,  Viscount   Hutehinson   (Earl 

of  Donoughmore). 
Leicester  Fitzgerald   Charles   Stanhope,  Earl   of  Harrington. 
John  Copley,  Lord  Lyndhurst. 
James  Talbot,  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide. 
Somerset  Richard  Lowry  Corry,  Earl  of  Belm<»e. 

DCCCLXXIX. 

June  23,  1857. 

Lord  Lyndhurst  then  moved  to  insert  certain  words,  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  give  the  wife  right  to  divorce  after  wilftd  desertion  on  the 
part  of  the  husband  for  five  years  or  upwards.  The  motion  was  nega- 
tived, and  the  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  the  contract   of   marriage    is   the  most  solemn 
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engagement  into  which  a  man  can  enter,  and  in  which  he  promises 
to  love,  comfort,  and  honour  the  woman,  and  keep  her  under  all 
circumstances  of  sickness  or  of  health,  and  adhere  to  her  as  long  as 
they  shall  both  live. 

andly.  Because  the  purposes  of  this  engagement,  as  deduced 
from  Scripture,  are  of  the  deepest  interest  and  importance — viz. 
for  the  birth  of  children  to  be  brought  up  in  the  love  and  fear 
of  (rod,  for  a  remedy  against  sin,  and  for  mutual  society,  help,  and 
comfort,  both  in  prosperity  and  adversity. 

3rdly,  Because  by  wilful  desertion  not  only  is  this  sacred  promise 
impiously  violated,  but  all  the  purposes  for  which  this  ordinance  of 
God  was  instituted  are  wholly  frustrated.  Even  in  the  most 
ordinary  contract  the  breach  of  it  on  the  one  side  puts  an  end 
to  the  obligation  on  the  other,  and  we  see  no  reason  why  a 
different  rule  should  be  applied  to  the  contract  of  marriage,  and 
more  especially  in  a  case  destructive  of  the  entire  objects  of  the 
union.  It  appears  to  us  to  be  contrary  to  all  principle,  and  most 
unjust,  that  the  husband  should  be  permitted  to  set  at  nought  an 
engagement  followed,  as  it  must  be,  by  such  consequences,  and  that 
the  woman  should  continue  to  be  bound  by  it. 

4thly,  Because  we  feel  strongly  the  extreme  cruelty  of  such 
conduct  towards  the  deserted  wife,  in  the  utter  disappointment 
of  all  her  confident  expectations  of  happiness  from  the  promised 
love,  comfort,  and  society  of  her  husband,  and  leaving  her  without 
hope  to  the  contemplation  of  a  long,  dreary,  and  desolate  future. 

5tbly,  Because  divorce  from  this  cause  is  justified  as  scriptural 
by  the  highest  ecclesiastical  authorities.  It  is  well  known  that  at 
the  Reformation  the  subject  was  anxiously  and  carefully  considered 
by  prelates  and  divines  eminent  for  learning  and  piety,  and  that 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  that  wilful  desertion  was  a  scriptural 
ground  for  divorce.  We  find  the  names  of  Archbishop  Cranmer,  of 
the  Bishops  of  London,  of  Winchester,  Ely,  Exeter,  and  others, 
of  Latimer,  Parker,  &c.,  of  Peter  Martyr,  Martin  Bucer,  Bezar, 
Luther,  Melancthon,  Calvin,  &;c.,  among  those  who  maintained 
this  opinion,  and  which  was  adopted  by  the  whole  body  of  Pro- 
testants on  the  continent  of  Europe.  Accordingly,  this  has  been 
the  acknowledged  doctrine  of  all  their  churches  to  the  present  day. 
We  find  the  same  doctrine  expressly  stated  and  adopted  in  the 
8th  Article  on  Divorce  in  the  Reformatio  Legum  Ecclesiasticarum, 
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compiled  under  the  authority  of  Heniy  VIII  and  Edward  VI, 
which  body  of  laws,  although  it  did  not  receive  the  confirmation 
of  the  Crown,  in  consequence  of  the  early  and  unexpected  death  of 
King  Edward,  has  always^  as  the  commissioners  on  the  law  of 
divorce,  in  their  report,  justly  observe,  been  considered  of  great 
authority.  We  also  find  that  at  a  more  recent  period  a  right 
reverend  prelate,  eminent  for  learning  and  talents  (Cozens,  bishop 
of  Durham),  in  his  celebrated  argument  delivered  in  this  House  in 
the  ease  of  Lord  Roos,  maintained  the  same  opinion.  His  words 
are  these : — '  The  promise  of  constancy  in  the  marriage  ceremony 
does  not  extend  to  tolerating  adultery  or  malicious  desertion,  which 
dissolve  the  marriage.' 

6thly,  Because,  by  the  law  of  Scotland,  wiliul  desertion,  as  in  all 
the  Protestant  churches  on  the  Continent,  is  considered  to  be  a 
scriptural  ground  for  divorce,  and  the  law  in  this  respect  is  r^^arded 
by  all  the  first  authorities  in  that  country,  not  only  to  be  free  from 
inconvenience,  but  as  just  and  highly  beneficial.  We  further  deem 
it  to  be  most  desirable  that  upon  such  a  subject  as  marriage  and 
divorce,  afiecting  as  it  does  the  whole  social  system,  the  same  law 
should,  as  far  as  practicable,  prevail  in  both  parts  of  the  Kingdom, 
and  the  more  so  as  continued  experience  has  shown  the  g^reat 
inconvenience  occasioned  by  the  difference  and  ancMualies  of  the 
two  systems. 

7thly,  Because,  as  to  the  objections  to  the  proposed  extension  of 
this  measure  on  the  ground  of  its  tendency  to  demoralize  society, 
thb  is  not  only  disproved  by  the  example  of  Scotland,  but  a  careful 
examination  of  the  state  of  society  in  Roman  Catholic  countries 
will,  we  think,  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  tiie  principle  of  the 
indissolubility  of  marriage  is  far  less  &vourable  to  morality  than 
the  opposite  doctrine,  accompanied  with  a  cautious  exercise  of  the 
power  of  divorce  in  such  extreme  cases  as  those  of  adultery  and 
malicious  desertion. 

Stilly,  Because,  as  to  what  is  urged  with  reference  to  the  law 
of  our  ecclesiastical  courts,  we  answer  that  the  object  of  the 
present  Bill  throughout  is  to  amend  that  law,  and  to  render  it 
more  consistent  with  reason  and  justice;  and,  with  respect  to  the 
Church  of  England,  we  will  merely  repeat  what  we  find  stated 
in  the  argument  of  the  learned  prelate  to  which  we  have  already 
referred,  viz.  that  'we  cannot  see  why  they  are  to  be  styled  the 
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Church  of  England  who  join  with  the  Council  of  Trent  rather  than 
those  who  join  with  all  the  Refonned  Churches,  and  plead  against 
the  canon  of  the  Church  of  Rome^  which  hath  laid  an  anathema 
upon  us  if  we  do  not  agree  with  them.' 

John  Copley,  Lord  Lyndhurst. 

Richard  John  Hely  Hutchiuson,  Viscount  Hutchinson  (Earl  of 
Donoughmore). 


DCCCLXXX,  DCCCLXXXI. 

June  23,  1857. 

In  the  course  of  the  dehate  on  the  Divorce  BiU,  Lord  Wensleydale 
moved  to  omit  the  fifty-fifth  clause  in  the  original  Bill.  The  motive  of 
the  proposal  can  be  gathered  from  the  second  of  the  subjoined  protests. 

1st,  Because  many  noble  Lords  supported  the  fifty-fifth  clause  of 
the  Bill  solely  on  account  of  a  power  of  imprisonment  (not  impera- 
tively but  discretionally  to  be  acted  on)  being  contained  in  some 
part  of  the  Bill. 

andly,  Because  a  jury  is  more  likely  to  obtain  the  confidence  of 
suitors  (who  may  possibly  not  even  wish  for  a  divorce)  than  the 
judges  of  the  newly  constituted  Court. 

3rdly,  Because  by  an  amendment  of  the  practice  of  the  Courts  of 
Common  Law  counsel  may  be  heard  in  support  of  the  fair  fame  and 
interest  of  wives  accused  of  adultery. 

4thly,  Because  the  Vexatious  Suits  Bill  (if  passed  into  a  law)  will 
tend  more  than  has  ever  heretofore  been  practicable  to  prevent 
firivolous  charges  from  being  brought  forward. 

5thl7,  Because  the  action  for  criminal  conversation  is  strictly 
analogous  to  the  action  for  loss  of  services  in  actions  on  the  case  for 
seduction. 

6thl7,  Because  in  all  actions  for  assault  her  Majesty's  subjects 
can  proceed  both  civilly  and  criminally  in  all  cases,  whether  of  a 
common  or  of  an  aggravated  nature,  and  ought  to  have  equal  rights 
under  this  Bill. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

1st,  Because  the  abolition  of  the  action  for  criminal  conversation 
would  cause  a  great  anomaly  in  the  law  of  England,  which  has 
hitherto  been  perfect  in  one  respect  at  least,  as  it  provides  a  remedy 
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for  an  injury  to  every  legal  right.  If  a  man  has  his  estate  tak^ 
from  him  wrongfully,  he  may  be  restored  to  the  possession  of  it ;  if 
a  specific  chattel^  he  may  recover  it  in  specie,  by  a  recent  improve- 
ment in  law,  rendering  that  remedy  more  effective ;  he  may  in 
some  cases  compel  a  specific  performance  of  a  contract;  but  in 
all  others  the  law  gives  a  compensation  in  money  only,  for  it  is 
impossible  in  the  nature  of  things  to  give  any  other. 

2ndly,  Because  to  deny  this,  the  only  possible  remedy  for  the 
grievous  injury  to  a  husband  in  the  loss  of  the  right  to  the 
society  of  his  wife,  and  her  assistance  in  his  domestic  affiurs  and 
the  education  of  his  children,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  irreparable, 
would  be  most  unjust;  and  the  other  reason  assigned  that  it  would 
be  disgraceful  in  the  husband  to  receive  the  price  of  his  own  and 
his  wife's  dishonour  is  a  misapplication  of  terms,  as  it  treats  the 
sum  recovered  by  law  as  if  it  had  been  the  subject  of  a  bargain 
with  the  adulterer. 

3rdly,  Because  the  same  inaccurate  reasoning  would  apply  to 
many  other  injuries  of  a  similar  nature  incapable  of  pecuniary 
estimate^  actions  for  atrocious  libels,  for  in&mous  slanders^  for 
assaults  attended  with  contumely  and  insult,  and  for  the  seduction 
of  a  daughter ;  all  of  which  are  capable  of  the  same  opprobrioos 
designation  of  disgraceful  bargain  with  the  wrong-doer. 

4thly^  Because  the  reason  assigned  that  sometimes  the  wife  may 
be  totally  ignorant  of  the  charge  made  by  the  husband  against  the 
adulterer,  and  it  would  be  unjust  that  she  should  have  no  oppor- 
tunity of  vindicating  herself,  is  insufiicient^  as  such  a  case  is  scarcely 
possible,  and  laws  are  to  be  made  for  matters  of  frequent,  not  rare 
occurrence,  and  the  remedy,  if  one  should  be  required,  would  be, 
not  to  deprive  the  husband  of  all  remedy  for  his  violated  right, 
but  to  provide  that  he  should  give  notice  to  the  wife,  and  that  she 
should  be  at  liberty  to  intervene  for  her  own  interest. 

5thly,  Because  the  husband  has  almost  always  interests  of  a 
material  nature  and  capable  of  pecuniary  estimate  that  are  injured 
by  the  adultery.  In  the  higher  classes  of  life,  a  wife  may  have  a 
sum  settled  to  her  separate  use,  the  benefit  of  which  the  husband 
would  in  part  enjoy.  In  the  lower,  the  earnings  of  the  wife  in  an 
art  or  trade  may  contribute  to  the  maintenance  of  the  husband  ^n^ 
his  family.  In  almost  all,  the  wife  has  duties  to  perform  in  super- 
intending the  household  and  educating  the  children  which  have 
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analogy  to  those  of  a  servant^  and  in  the  lower  classes  closely 
resemble  them.  All  these  are  properly  the  subject  of  pecuniary 
compensation^  and  yet  the  husband  is  to  be  deprived  of  it  altogether^ 
and  that  for  the  benefit  of  the  adulteress. 

6thly^  Because  the  maintenance  of  this  action  tends  to  the  repres- 
sion of  adultery,  the  repeal  of  it  to  its  increase. 

James  Parke,  Lord  Wensleydale. 

DCCCLXXXII— DCCCLXXXIV. 

June  28,  1857. 

The  following  protests  are  directed  against  the  principle  of  the  Divorce 
Bill,  which  was  finally  carried  by  46  to  25. 

Because  the  Bill  authorizes  the  intermarriage  of  the  adulterous 
parties,  but  does  not  relieve  the  clergy  from  the  legal  obligation  of 
celebrating  matrimony  in  such  cases  with  the  office  of  the  Church. 
Yet  that  office  expressly  declares  that  holy  matrimony,  instituted 
by  God  in  the  time  of  man's  innocency,  signifies  the  mystical 
union  between  Christ  and  his  Churchy  whereas  adultery  is  con- 
stantly spoken  of  in  Holy  Scripture,  as  symbolizing  apostacy  from 
that  Church  and  the  violation  of  that  blessed  union.  In  contempt 
of  this  sacred  truth  the  Bill  not  only  sanctions  the  marriage  of 
parties  whose  ability  to  marry  is  founded  altogether  on  their  being 
adulterers,  but  it  also  compels  the  clergy  to  marry  them  in  profana- 
tion of  the  most  sacred  words  of  Scripture^  and  with  perversion 
of  the  most  solemn  truths  of  the  Gospel.  For,  even  if  the  use  of 
the  office  could  be  tolerated  in  the  marriage  of  adulterous  parties 
who  are  repentant  of  their  adultery,  yet  no  security  is  given  or 
can  be  given  by  any  Statute  that  the  parties  concerned  are  really 
penitent ;  and  yet  those  parties  have  by  their  adultery  incurred  the 
Church  sentence  of  excommunication,  which,  if  duly  pronounced, 
would  render  them  incapable  of  being  married  with  the  rites  of 
the  Church.  If  the  circumstances  of  the  times  prevent  the  due 
exercise  of  the  Church's  discipline,  yet  the  least  that  might  be 
expected  from  a  Christian  legislature  is  that  it  be  careful  to 
protect  the  State  from  the  guilt  of  countenancing  such  fearfrd 
profaneness,  and  to  respect  the  conscientious  feelings  of  all  faithful 
Churchmen,  who  cannot  but  be  shocked  by  such  wanton  trifling 
with  the  gravest  spiritual  matters ;  and  especially  of  the  clergy. 
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who,  if  the  Bill  shall  finally  pass,  will  not  be  able  to  perform  what 
belongs  to  their  office  without  violating  their  sense  of  duty  to  God ; 
and  cannot  refuse  to  perform  it  without  incurring  the  heavy 
penalties  of  human  law.  The  enactment  is  the  more  grievous 
because  there  already  exists  a  mode  of  contracting  matrimony 
between  such  parties,  which  not  only  leaves  the  rights  and  sanc- 
tions of  the  Church  unviolated,  but  would  also  relieve  the  parties 
themselves,  if  truly  penitent  and  sensible  of  their  own  degradation, 
from  the  anguish  and  misery  which  they  must  feel  in  repeating 
vows  to  God  which  they  have  already  broken,  and  hearing  pro- 
nounced over  them  the  curse  of  God  against  all  who  have,  as 
they  already  have,  *  put  asunder  those  whom  God  has  joined 
together.* 

Henry  Philpotts,  Bishop  of  Exeter. 

1st,  Because  the  Bill  contains  provisions  authorizing  in  certain 
cases  divorce  a  Vinculo  Matrimonii  of  Christian  marriage,  and  is 
thus  in  direct  opposition  to  what  our  Lord  has  declared  both  in  His 
own  words  and  in  the  unvarying  teaching  of  His  Church. 

andly.  Because  the  harmony  and  stability  of  the  family  relations 
upon  which  the  well-being  of  the  State  is  ultimately  based,  will 
be  unsettled  and  impaired  by  the  facilities  which  are  offered  for 
divorce. 

Henry  Granville  Howard,  Duke  of  Norfolk  (Earl  Marshal). 
William  Bernard  Petre,  Lord  Fetre. 
Henry  Valentine  Stafford  Jerningham,  Lord  Stafford. 
George  Charles  Mostyn,  Lord  Vaux  of  Harrowden. 
Henry  Benedict  ArundeU,  Lord  Arundell  of  Wardour. 
Thomas  Alexander  Eraser,  Lord  Lovat. 

1st,  Because,  in  opposition  to  the  word  of  God,  which  is  embodied 
in  the  law  of  our  Church,  the  Bill  sanctions  the  re-marriage  of  a 
divorced  husband  or  wife  during  the  lifetime  of  the  divorced  wife 
or  husband. 

2ndly,  Because  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  plain  teaching  of 
our  Saviour  Christ,  the  divorced  adulteress  is  permitted  to  re-marry 
during  the  lifetime  of  her  husband. 

3rdly,  Because  the  Court  of  Divorce  provided  by  the  Bill  will,  as 
a  general  rule,  be  accessible  only  to  the  rich ;   and  thus  what  is 
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treated  in  the  Bill  as  the  right  of  every  injured  husband  is  by  it 
withheld  from  the  poor ;  and  such  legislation  will  almost  inevitably 
lead  to  committing  the  decision  of  causes  involving  the  sentence 
of  divorce  a  Vinculo  Matrimonii  to  many  and  inferior  local  courts, 
and  so  to  the  iisk  of  the  wide  spread  of  collusive  adultery. 

4thly,  Because  the  permission  of  intermarriage,  as  granted  in  the 
Bill,  to  the  parties  through  whose  adultery  the  divorce  has  been 
caused,  tends  to  promote  a  dissolution  of  manners  through  that 
large  class  of  society  in  which  no  conventional  law  severely  punishes 
the  divorced  woman. 

5thly^  Because  the  whole  tendency  of  the  Bill  is  to  dissolve  the 
sanctions  and  endanger  the  purity  of  God's  great  institution  of 
&mily  life  throughout  this  land. 

6thly,  Because  it  will  lead  to  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England  being  required  to  pronounce  the  blessing  of  Almighty 
God  on  unions  condemned  by  their  Church,  and  repugnant,  as 
many  of  them  believe,  to  the  direct  letter  of  Holy  Writ,  and  to 
employ  at  the  unions  founded  on  dissolved  marriages,  from  the 
Marriage  Service  of  the  Church  of  England,  language  which  is  in 
its  plain  sense  inconsistent  with  the  dissolubility  of  marriage. 

Samuel  Wilberforce,  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

Francis  Godolphin   IXArcy   Osborne,  Duke  of  Leeds,  for  the 

first,  second,  third,  and  sixth  reasons. 
Waltw  Kerr  Hamilton,  Bishop  of  Salisbury. 
Horatio  Nelson,  Earl  Nelson. 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 
Otway  O^Connor  Guffe,  Earl  of  Desart. 
Arthur  Hill  Trevor,  Viscount  Dimgannon,  for  the  third,  fourth, 

fifth,  and  sixth  reasons. 

DCCCLXXXV. 

June  26,  1857. 

Certain  towns  and  districts  in  Ireland  were  liable  to  the  pajrment  of 
sums  of  money  in  aid  of  the  stipends  of  ministers  belonging  to  the  Irish 
Establishment.  The  process  of  collection  had  been  modified  by  17  and  18 
Victoria,  cap.  11.  By  20  and  2 1  Victoria,  cap.  8,  it  was  provided  that  these 
payments  ^ould  thenceforth  cease  and  determine,  compensation  being 
made  to  the  clergy  out  of  the  funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Irish  Ecclesiastical 
Commission.  The  Bill  originated  in  the  Commons,  where  it  was  read  a 
second  time  on  the  19th  of  May,  by  313  to  174,  Mr.  Napier  (Dublin 
University)  moving  its  rejection.     It  had  been  the  subject  of  an  annual 
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motion  by  Mr.  Fagan  (member  for  Cork  city).    The  tax  was  first  imposed 
by  an  Act  of  the  Irish  Parliament  in  1665.    The  motion  of  rejection  in  the 
Lords  was  moved  by  Lord  Clancarty,  but  the  Bill  was  carried  by  23  to  7. 
The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  the  Act  of  17  and  18  Charles  II,  cap.  7,  for  the 
kingdom  of  Ireland,  was  applicable  to  every  city  and  corporate 
town  in  Ireland,  and  created  a  moderate  charge  on  the  houses  of 
all  Protestants  as  well  as  Roman  Catholics,  subject  to  which  charge, 
ever  since  the  passing  of  the  said  Act,  all  such  property  has  been 
dealt  with  and  valued ;  and  it  would  have  been  better  again  to 
change  the  collectors  and  mode  of  collection  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
providing  for  a  redemption  of  the  said  tax,  than  to  put  the  law  into 
operation^  and  then  suspend  all  proceedings  against  de&ulters  who 
are  more  favoured  by  an  exemption  from  this  tax  than  those  who 
have  obeyed  the  law. 

andly,  Because  the  withdrawal  of  this  payment  will  render  it  more 
difficult  to  obtain  the  consent  of  Protestants-  to  any  future  payment 
by  the  State  of  Roman  Catholic  priests  (if  such  a  measure  should 
be  hereafter  contemplated),  and  may  tend  to  strengthen  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  Maynooth  Grant,  and  thereby  greatly  retard  the 
enlightenment  of  such  priests  whose  conduct  at  elections  and 
whose  influence  as  to  Scripture  readers  is  such  as  better  educated 
men  probably  would  not  exhibit^  and  which  conduct  and  influence 
ought  not  to  be  encouraged  and  increased  by  concessions  as  a  direct 
reward  for  disobedience  to  the  law. 

3rdly^  Because  this  Act  was  passed  in  a  House  consisting  of 
fewer  members  thereof  than  are  together  usually  elsewhere  con- 
sidered sufficient  to  constitute  a  deliberative  Assembly,  and  therefore 
it  fails  to  establish  the  full  evidence  of  hearty  good-will  to  the 
Irish  people  which  should  accompany  every  measure  relating 
to  them. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 


DCCCLXXXVI. 

July  2,  1857. 

After  the  passage  of  the  Divorce  Bill  in  the  Lords,  Lord  Redesdale 
introduced  a  Bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  provide  that  when  parties 
had  been  divorced  for  adultery,  such  adulterous  persons  should  be  married 
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at  a  registry  office.     The  Lord  Cbancellor  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  that 
day  six  months,  a  motion  which  was  carried  by  62  to  23. 
The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  many  of  the  clergy  conscientiously  object  to  declare  in 
the  words  of  the  Marriage  Service  the  union  of  a  divorced  adulteress 
with  her  paramour  '  holy  matrimony,  signifying  the  mystical  union 
betwixt  Christ  and  His  Church/  and  to  pronounce  over  such  union 
our  blessed  Lord's  words,  '  those  whom  God  hath  joined  together 
let  no  man  put  asunder ' ;  and  it  is  unjust  to  leave  them  subject  to 
penalties  for  refusing  to  be  guilty  of  what  they  believe  to  be  an 
act  of  impiety,  when  relief  can  be  afforded  without  injury  to  any 
principle  or  person  in  the  manner  proposed  by  this  Bill. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

DCCCLXXXVIL 

June  11,  1858. 

By  several  Acts  of  Parliament,  beginning  with  9  Anne,  cap.  5,  a 
property  qualification  was  demanded  from  members  of  Parliament,  viz. 
£300  a  year  from  the  members  for  boroughs,  £600  from  those  for  counties. 
Originally  the  income  must  have  been  derived  from  land,  but  by  i  and 
2  Victoria,  cap.  48,  provision  was  made  for  qualifications  by  personal 
property.  There  were,  however,  many  exceptions.  It  was  not  required 
from  Scotch  members.  The  eldest  sons  of  peers,  and  of  persons  qualified 
to  sit  as  knights  for  the  shire  were  exempt,  as  also  the  members  for  the 
Universities.  It  was  perfectly  notorious  that  false  qualifications  were 
common,  and  that  members  made  the  declaration  that  they  were  qualified 
with  the  fall  knowledge  that  they  were  not  so.  Latterly,  however,  a  Mr. 
Edward  Glover,  who  had  been  returned  from  Beverley,  had  been  unseated 
for  want  of  a  proper  qualification,  and  was  then  (June  1858)  in  prison 
for  having  made  a  false  declaration  on  the  subject.  A  Bill,  therefore,  to 
abolish  these  qualifications  was  introduced  by  Mr.  Locke  King  (East 
Surrey),  and  was  carried  into  Committee  by  aaa  to  109.  The  following 
protest  was  inserted  at  the  last  stage.  Lord  Denman  having  threatened 
to  divide  the  House  on  the  Bill.     The  Act  is  21  and  a  a  Victoria,  cap.  a  6. 

1st,  Because  the  passing  of  this  Bill  without  the  retaining  any 
qualification  whatever,  (of  land  or  houses,  or  the  substituting  that 
of  money  or  property  in  the  Amds,  'or  stock  of  the  East  India 
Company^  or  railway  shares,)  is  a  far  more  sweeping  measure  than 
is  needed  to  correct  the  anondalies  of  the  property  qualification  law. 

2ndly,  Because  such  change  as  may  suddenly  be  eflFected  by  the 
Act  now  in  progress  would  only  be  necessary  if  the  evasion  of  the 
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late  law  had  been  always  carried  on  with  impunity,  and  had  been 
practised  by  very  many  former  and  present  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons ;  whereas  the  law  has  but  lately  been  vindicated,  and 
the  great  majority  of  the  former  and  present  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  had  at  the  time  of  their  elections  and  still  have  legal 
qualifications. 

3rdly,  Because  the  qualification  of  property  in  land  or  houses 
having  been  requisite  for  members  for  boroughs  as  well  as  counties, 
it  would  have  been  better  to  render  the  ownership  of  a  money 
or  funded  property,  or  of  British  or  Indian  stock  or  railway  shares, 
a  qualification  of  burgesses  to  sit  for  boroughs,  and  a  qualification 
of  an  estate,  lease,  tenancy,  or  reversion  to  land  or  to  a  title,  a 
qualification  for  knights  of  the  shire,  than  to  reduce  the  qualifi- 
cation both  of  burgesses  and  knights  below  that  of  the  electors 
who  may  return  them. 

4thly,  Because  the  possession  of  a  moderate  sum  beyond  incum- 
brances, such  as  is  required  in  the  case  of  persons  to  be  intrusted 
with  the  collection  or  distribution  of  money,  is  necessary  as  a 
safeguard  in  those  who  have  to  legislate  extensively  as  to  the  rights, 
property,  liberties,  and  lives  of  the  electors  and  people  of  G^reat 
Britain  and  Ireland,  and  her  Majesty's  colonial  possessions,  as  well 
as  with  regard  to  the  affairs  of  the  East  India  Company. 

5thly,  Because  in  the  event  of  any  moderate  qualification  being 
soon  hereafter  found  to  be  advisable  by  the  legislators  and  electors 
and  people  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  it  might  be  supposed  that 
the  writer  of  this  protest  could  not  advocate  such  a  measure  without 
inconsistency,  if  he  had  agreed  to  the  passing  of  the  present  mea- 
sure without  expressing  his  opinion  of  its  possible  disadvantages. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

DCCCLXXXVIIL 

JuNB  12,  1858. 

By  21  and  22  Victoria,  cap.  48,  one  oath  was  substituted  for  the  oaths 
of  allegiance,  supremacy,  and  abjuration,  provision  was  made  for  the 
omission  of  all  words  indicating  an  oath  in  the  case  of  Quakers  and  others, 
and  for  the  substitution  of  an  affirmation,  and  the  oath  was  modified  in 
the  case  of  Jews.  By  cap.  49  of  the  same  year,  each  House  was  em- 
powered to  modify  its  oath  by  omitting  the  words  '  on  the  true  faith  of  a 
Christian '  (see  above,  Protest  dcxciii),  while  Jews  were  disabled  from 
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holding  certain  offices,  and  from  exercising  ecclesiastical  patronage,  which 
¥ra8  to  deyolve,  in  the  case  of  their  possessing  it,  on  the  Archhishop  of 
Canterbury.  The  Jews  Bill  was  read  a  third  time  by  33  to  13,  and  after 
some  ineffectual  attempts  had  been  made  to  enlarge  and  increase  their 
disabilities,  the  following  protest  was  entered.  The  Lords  insisted  on 
certain  amendments  which  they  made  to  the  Oaths  Bill,  and  which  may 
be  found  in  the  Journals,  vol.  xc,  p.  296. 

ist^  Because  this  House  has  twice  in  the  present  Session  affirmed 
the  principle  that  no  one  ought  to  be  admitted  to  sit  and  vote  in 
Parliament  without  first  declaring  his  faith  in  Christ. 

2ndlj,  Because  the  reasons  which  this  House  has  sent  to  the 
Commons  for  insisting  on  their  amendments  to  *  The  Oaths  Bill ' 
appear  to  me  sound  and  unanswerable,  and  I  accept  them  as  the 
protest  of  the  House  against  the  abandonment  of  that  principle. 

3rdl7,  Because  this  Bill  permits  either  House  to  abandon  that 
principle  at  pleasure. 

4thly,  Because,  as  neither  House  of  Parliament  acknowledges 
any  control  over  its  proceedings  but  that  which  long  usage  has 
established,  it  is  dangerous  to  depart  in  any  way  from  the  ancient 
rule  which  requires  that  the  alteration  of  any  existing  law  or 
statute  shall  be  made  by  Bill  passing  through  known  and  regu- 
lated stages,  and  requiring  the  joint  assent  of  both  Houses ;  and 
this  Bill,  which  permits  each  House  singly  to  deteimine  for  itself 
by  resolution,  revocable  at  pleasure,  a  question  which  both  Houses 
have  for  several  years  debated  legislatively  without  coming  to 
agreement  thereon,  is  framed  on  a  principle  contrary  to  the  recog- 
nized practice  of  Parliament,  and  establishes  a  precedent  which 
may  hereafter  be  productive  of  evil  consequences. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Charles  Marsham,  Earl  of  Roniney. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman,  for  the  fourth  reason. 

James  Lonsdale,  Bishop  of  Lichfield,  for  the  first,  second,  and 

third  reasons. 
Robert  Bickersteth,  Bishops  of  Bipon,  for  the  first,  second,  and 

third  reasons. 
Randolph  Stewart,  Lord  Stewart  of  Garlies  (Earl  of  Qalloway). 
William   Samuel   Draper   Best,   Lord   Wynford,  for  the  first, 

second,  and  third  reasons 
George  Guy  Greville,  Earl  of  Brooke  and  Warwick. 
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DCCCLXXXIX. 

July  23,  1858. 

On  the  12th  of  February,  1858,  Lord  Palmerston  mored  the  first 
reading  of  the  Gk)yermnent  of  India  Bill,  the  object  of  tl^t  Bill  being 
the  transference  of  the  government  of  that  country  from  the  Company 
to  the  Crown.  Lord  Palmerston  passed  in  review  the  history  of  the 
relations  of  the  Company  to  Parliament  in  a  speech  which  may  be  found 
in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cxlviii,  p.  1276.  He  was  met  by  Mr. 
Thomas  Baring,  who  moved,  '  that  it  is  not  at  present  expedient  to  legis- 
late for  the  Government  of  India.'  After  three  nights'  debate,  leave  to 
read  the  Bill  was  carried  by  145  (318  to  173).  On  the  9th  of  July  the 
order  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  withdrawn,  on  the  ground 
that  the  question  was  one  which  lay  above  the  range  of  party  fbelingB 
and  party  differences,  and  that  the  wishes  of  the  nation  must  be  con- 
sidered. On  the  26th  of  March,  however,  a  second  Bill  was  introduced 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Disraeli),  Hansard,  voL  cxlix, 
p.  818,  and  was  read  a  first  time.  The  second  reading,  which  had  been 
fixed  for  the  20th  of  April,  was  deferred,  and  the  second  Bill  was  subse- 
quently dropped.  On  the  26th  of  April  Mr.  Disraeli  moved  that  the 
House  will,  on  Friday  next  (the  30th  of  April),  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  to  consider  16  and  17  Victoria,  cap.  95.  After  an  attempt  to 
postpone  the  motion  by  a  resolution  closely  resembling  that  of  Mr.  Baring, 
and  which  was  defeated  by  447  to  57,  the  House  affirmed  six  resolutions, 
which  became  the  basis  of  Bill  No.  3,  read  for  the  first  time  on  the  17th 
of  June,  and  (after  long  debates,  occupying  nearly  half  of  Hansard, 
vol.  cli)  a  third  time  on  the  8th  of  July.  It  was  read  a  first  time  in  the 
Lords  on  the  9th  of  July,  and  after  long  debate,  several  amendments 
being  made,  was  passed  on  the  23rd  (^  July.  After  these  amendments 
had  been  discussed  and  settled,  the  Bill  received  the  royal  assent  on  the 
2nd  of  August  (21  and  22  Victoria,  cap.  106). 

The  following  protest  was  entered  on  that  stage  of  the  proceedings, 
when  the  Lords  passed  the  Bill,  with  the  amendmenst. 

ist,  Because  the  Bill  establishes  a  home  administration  for  India 
at  once  inefficient,  unconstitutional,  and  expensive. 

2ndly,  Because  the  council  it  gives  to  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
too  numerous  for  either  deliberation  or  action,  while  the  parties 
composing  it  consist  mainly  of  the  very  individuals  who  were  en- 
gaged in  conducting  that  form  of  government  which  the  Bill  itself 
condemns  and  supersedes. 

3rdly ,  Because  the  measure  provides  that  a  moiety  of  the  council 
shall  be  chosen  on  the  vicious  and  long-condemned  principle  of 
self-election. 

4thly,  Because  the  members  for  council  are  virtually  appointed 
for  life,  and  besides  being  endowed  with  large  salaries  and  ample 
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pensions,  are  moreover  paid  by  a  great  patronage,  for  the  dispen- 
sation of  which  they  are  wholly  irresponsible. 

5thly,  Because  the  government  provided  by  this  Bill,  partaking 
largely  of  the  character  and  composition  of  its  condemned  prede- 
cessor, holds  out  little  hope  that  the  misgovemment  which  has 
driven  the  people  of  India  into  rebellion  will  be  abandoned. 

6thly,  Becanse  the  members  constituting  the  council  of  India, 
while  drawing  large  salaries  and  enjoying  extensive  patronage,  are, 
contrary  to  parliamentary  precedent  and  sound  principle,  not  pro- 
hibited from  holding  other  offices  of  emolument,  or  engaging  in 
commercial  transactions,  thus  interfering  with  their  efficiency  as 
public  servants,  and  exposing  them  to  the  suspicion  of  jobbing  and 
corruption. 

7thly^  Because  the  council  constituted  by  the  Bill,  cumbrous, 
expensive,  and  inefficient^  can  have  no  other  effect  than  either  to 
thwart  the  Secretary  of  State,  or  to  screen  him  from  parliamentary 
responsibility,  while  efficient  and  experienced  under-secretaries 
would  have  afforded  more  effectual  and  constitutional  advice  and 
assistance  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties. 

George  Thomas  Keppel,  Earl  of  Albemarle. 


Dcccxa 

May  f4,  1860. 

On  the  30th  of  January,  i860,  the  Lord  Chancellor  (Lord  Campbell) 
presented  seven  bills,  the  general  object  of  which  was  the  consolidation  of 
various  statutes  enacted  against  criminal  acts.  The  last  of  these  was 
'  A  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  statute  law  of  England  and  Ire- 
land relating  to  offences  against  the  person.'  The  Bill  passed  the  Lords 
without  a  division,  and  reached  a  second  reading  in  the  Commons  on  the 
nth  of  June.  It  did  not  however  proceed  beyond  that  stage.  The 
following  protest  was  inserted  by  Lord  Westmeath  on  the  refusal  of  the 
House  to  entertain  an  amendment  of  his. 

ist,  Because  by  the  thirty-third  clause  of  the  Bill  it  is  provided 
that  placing  wood,  stone,  or  other  thing  on  a  railway,  with  intent  to 
endanger  the  safety  of  passengers,  shall  be  punishable  on  conviction 
merely  with  penal  servitude  for  life  ;_  and  the  refusal  to  admit,  on 
motion,  words  '  that  should  death  ensue  it  shall  be  adjudged  to  be 
murder'  seems  unreasonable.    The  plea  of  objection  to  this,  that 
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the  law  is  sufficient,  seems  to  me  to  have  no  foree^  for  by  the  second 
clause  of  the  Bill  it  legislates  for  the  crime  of  murder  in  these 
terms :  *  whosoever  shall  be  convicted  of  murder  shall  suffer  death 
as  a  felon,'  which  is  a  practical  admission  of  its  necessity  in  the 
thirty-third  clause.  Thus  the  refusal  to  amend  the  thirty-third 
clause  as  suggested  stands  in  the  light  of  a  delusion,  if  not  a  snare, 
the  more  so  as  the  Bill  was  introduced  to  the  House  as  a  com- 
pendium to  consolidate  and  amend  all  existing  provisions  of  offences 
against  the  person,  and  to  embrace  all  desirable  improvements. 
Thus  the  clause  confuses  what  the  Bill  professes  to  simplify.  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  offence  which  is  the  subject-matter  of  the 
thirty-third  clause  must  almost  of  necessity  result  in  the  murder, 
not  of  one  person  only,  but  of  many. 

andly.  Because  by  the  thirty-sixth  clause  of  the  Bill  the  penalty 
of  a  misdemeanor  is  to  be  incurred  by  the  drivers  of  all  public 
carriages  who  shall  by  wanton  or  furious  driving  or  racing  maim 
or  injure  any  person,  while  the  rejection  of  the  provision  to  extend 
the  same  to  the  driving  of  all  carriages  whatsoever  is  an  unreason- 
able reserve,  made  on  the  plea  that  by  the  common  law  sufficient 
redress  may  be  had.  This  appears  to  be  a  conclusion  inapplicable, 
as  redress  for  such  like  injury  should  not  be  confined  to  pecuniaiy 
compensation ;  but  even  for  that  there  is  no  public  officer  called  a 
public  prosecutor  to  initiate  such  proceedings  for  poor  or  needy  or 
ignorant  persons  aggrieved.  But  the  public  wrong  should  be 
vindicated  also  where  death  or  injury  is  inflicted  by  wanton  or 
Prions  driving.  That  it  is  not  so  the  returns  before  the  House  of 
134  i>er8ons  killed  and  1,827  persons  maimed  during  the  last 
twenty-six  months  within  the  metropolis  too  plainly  show.  It 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  dereliction  of  duty  on  the  part  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  that  with  the  means  of 
obtaining  the  information  contained  in  these  returns  no  amend- 
ment of  the  law  has  been  proposed  to  Parliament  to  restrain  and 
diminish  the  recurrence  of  such  offences,  the  present  provisions  in 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Act  and  the  Ciiy  Police  Act  not  extending 
beyond  the  maximum  of  a  pecuniary  fine  of  40^. ;  40^.  fine  for 
wanton  and  furious  driving,  which  experience  shows  is  impotent. 
It  appears  to  me  that  a  provident  government  would  propose  to 
legislate  against  the  person  of  an  offender  inflicting  personal  injuiy 
upon  another,  instead  of  making  a  frivolous  amercement  upon  his 
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purse,  which  can  always  be  paid  for  him  by  another,  even  by  a 
participator  in  the  offence  charged  against  him. 

Gkorge  Thomas  John  Kugent^  Marquis  of  Westmeath. 


DCCCXCI,  DCCCXCIL 

June  11,  1860. 

On  the  26th  of  March,  i860,  the  second  reading  of  the  Refreshment 
Houses  and  Wine  Licences  Bill  was  read  on  the  motion  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gladstone), — Hausard,  Third  Series,  vol.  clvii, 
p.  130a.  Several  divisions  were  taken  on  the  Bill  during  its  passage 
through  the  Commons,  chiefly  by  the  advocates  of  the  licensed  victuallers. 
The  second  reading  was  carried  by  267  to  193.  It  was  read  in  the  Lords 
for  the  first  time  on  the  4th  of  June,  and  passed  on  the  nth  of  June, 
receiving  the  royal  assent  on  the  14th  of  June.  (23  and  24  Victoria, 
cap.  27.) 

It  elicited  the  following  protests  on  the  third  reading. 

1st,  Because  the  Refreshment  Houses  and  Wine  Licences  Bill  of 
i860  is  dishonoured  by  its  connexion  with  the  eating-houses. 

2ndly,  Because  this  Bill  will  tend  to  convert  eating-houses,  which 
are  innocent  places  of  recreation  and  refreshment,  into  resorts  of 
rice  like  the  beerhouses. 

3rdly,  Because  the  measure  is  opposed  to  the  wishes  of  the 
labouring  classes,  who  are  in  favour  of  a  prohibitory  permissive 
Bill,  enabling  the  ratepayers  to  decide  in  their  localities  for  or 
against  the  sale  of  strong  liquors  in  public  houses. 

4thly^  Because  the  licensed  drinking-house  system  has  been 
denounced  by  the  House  of  Lords  in  1743  as  to  gin,  and  in  1850 
as  to  beer,  and  by  the  House  of  Commons  in  1834  as  to  spirits, 
wine,  and  beer. 

5thly,  Because  it  is  criminal  to  sanction  a  traffic  that  leads  the 
labooring  man  into  temptation,  that  poisons  his  brain  with  alcohol, 
that  injures  his  health,  beggars  his  family^  lessens  his  productive 
power,  and  diminishes  the  nation's  wealth. 

6thly,  Because  the  drinking  habits  of  the  people  are  rated  by  the 
Judges  as  the  great  source  of  crime. 

Tthly,  Because  the  people  of  England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  and 
chiefly  the  working  classes,  tax  themselves  fifty-seven  millions 
yearly  for  beer,  wine,  spirits,  and  tobacco ;  the  latter  two  contain  no 
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nourishment,  and  thej  are  all  the  fertile  source  of  disease,  vice,  and 
crime. 

8thlj,  Because  all  experience  proves  that  the  greater  the  number 
of  public  houses^  where  strong  liquors  are  sold,  the  greater  the 
drunkenness  and  crimes. 

9thly,  Because  in  1743  the  bishops  denounced  the  Gin  Bill  with 
matchless  eloquence,  but  this  social  and  immoral  Wine  Bill  was  not 
debated  by  the  bishops,  who  were  absent,  or  passive  at  their  poets. 

Leicester  Fitzgerald  Charles  Stanhope,  Earl  of  Harrington. 
Thomas   Denman,   Lord    Denman,   for  the  fourth   and   sixth 
reasons. 


1st,  Because  it  is  inexpedient  to  pass  a  Bill  which  can  only  be 
temporary,  whilst  a  new  and  general  regulation  is  rendered  by  it 
more  than  ever  necessary  for  all  houses,  whether  licensed  by  the 
magistrates  or  the  excise,  for  the  sale  of  wine  and  spirits,  and  beer, 
or  of  beer  only. 

andly,  Because  the  veto  pointed  out  by  this  Bill  is  difficult  to  be 
carried  out,  and  has  no  reference  to  the  opinions  of  a  neighbourhood 
as  to  the  necessity  for  the  number  of  refreshment  houses  required 
therein;  whilst  it  takes  away  from  the  magistrates  the  power 
which  they  at  present  (in  part)  possess  of  controlling  the  sale  of 
foreign  wines. 

3rdly,  Because  the  notice  of  application  for  licences  for  refresh- 
ment houses  being  placed  on  Church  doors  is  a  reference  to  a 
subject  entirely  different  from  that  of  religion. 

4thly,  Because  while  this  Bill  defines  'refreshment  houses'  as 
houses  open  between  nine  at  night  and  five  in  the  morning,  it 
requires  every  vendor  of  eatables  who  may  close  his  house  as  early 
as  eleven  at  night  to  take  out  a  '  refreshment  house '  licence,  and  to 
be  subject  to  domiciliary  visits  from  the  police  (without  any  com- 
plaint from  any  informer  or  from  the  neighbours),  until  five  o'clock 
in  the  morning. 

5thly,  Because  the  retailing  of  wine  of  all  descriptions,  Spanish, 
Portuguese,  French,  or  German,  in  any  description  of  shop,  without 
any  limit  as  to  number,  will  interfere  with  ordinary  branches  of 
trade,  and  cause  great  interruptions  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
business,  and  a  great  waste  of  time,  whilst  those  who  have  a 
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character  for  importing  pure  wines  will  find  it  very  diflSicult  to 
maintain  their  ground  against  unlimited  competition. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

Arthur  Hill  Trevor,  Viscount  Dungannon. 


DCCCXCIII. 

June  15,  1860. 

By  23  and  24  Victoria,  cap.  31,  the  seventh  clause  of  21  and  22 
C^rge  III,  cap.  16,  restraining  the  Bank  of  Ireland  from  lending  money 
on  the  mortgage  or  sale  of  lands,  &c.,  is  repealed.  The  Bill  was  passed 
without  opposition  in  the  Commons,  and  with  no  debate  in  the  Lords, 
except  on  the  second  reading  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  clviii,  p.  1947). 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  third  reading. 

Because  no  evidence  or  argument  has  been  adduced  to  prove  that 
the  restraint  imposed  on  the  Bank  of  Ireland^  prohibiting  the  loan 
of  money  on  mortgage  or  other  landed  security^  has  been  productive 
of  injury  to  that  establishment,  or  of  public  or  private  inconvenience, 
and  has  thus  justified  its  repeal. 

Because  this  restraint  forming  a  part  of  the  original  constitution 
of  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  and  steadily  maintained  to  the  present  time 
during  a  period  of  about  eighty  years,  has  been  shown  to  be  con- 
sistent with  a  system  of  successful  and  prudent  management, 
upholding  public  and  private  credit,  not  only  in  prosperous  times 
but  during  periods  of  commercial  pressure  and  of  political  disquiet. 

Because  even  during  the  crisis  which  produced  the  bank  restric- 
tion that  measure  was  recommended,  adopted,  and  condemned  in 
Ireland  less  in  reference  to  dangers  or  exigencies  afiecting  Irish 
interests^  than  as  a  consequence  of  the  suspension  of  cash  payments 
enacted  by  the  Legislature  of  Great  Britain. 

Because  the  repeal  of  this  restraint  upon  loans  and  mortgages  of 
land^  which  has  so  long  subsisted,  cannot  but  be  interpreted  as 
giving  the  sanction  of  the  Legislature  to  the  investment  in  landed 
securities  of  the  capital  of  banks  issuing  promissory  notes  payable 
on  demand ;  a  practice  which  has  been  condemned  as  contrary  to 
sound  principle^  and  therefore  open  to  serious  objection. 

Because  the  ultimate  security  of  the  promissory  notes  payable  on 
demand  is  insufiScient  for  the  public  interests,  unless  their  imme- 
diate convertibility  is  also  provided  for,  and  for  this  reason  the 
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practice  of  locking-np  capital  thus  rendered  unavailable  to  answer 
pressing  demands  is  inconsistent  with  the  true  theory  of  banking, 
or  with  its  safe  application. 

Because  if  this  repeal  of  the  wholesome  restraint  of  the  Irish 
Bank  Charter  Act,  21  and  22  George  III,  cap.  16^  had  taken  place 
during  the  existence  of  the  agricultural  distress  consequent  upon 
the  failure  of  crops,  it  can  hardly  be  doubted  that  a  pressure  so 
urgent  would  have  been  cast  on  the  Bank  of  Ireland  as  would  have 
led  them  to  unwise  and  dangerous  advances^  adding  to  the  existing 
agricultural  distress  the  further  risks  attendant  on  an  imprudent 
extension  of  the  circulation. 

Because  the  danger  of  the  principle  involved  in  this  Bill  becomes 
greater  when  it  is  proposed  that  it  should  be  applied  to  the  central 
and  most  important  bank  in  Ireland^  which,  as  holding  the  public 
accounts  of  the  Treasury  and  Exchequer,  as  paying  the  dividends, 
and  intrusted  with  the  public  remittances  from  England^  stands  in 
all  these  important  respects  in  the  position  of  a  national  bank,  and 
is  liable,  if  deviating  from  its  present  more  prudent  course,  to  risk 
the  certain  convertibility  of  its  notes  by  investments  not  available 
in  the  immediate  discharge  of  its  legitimate  banking  engagements. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

DCCCXCIV. 

August  20,  1860. 

The  Session  was  drawing  to  a  close,  and  the  forms  of  the  House 
rendered  it  difficult  to  carry  a  Bill  on  which  the  Government  laid  stress, 
viz.  the  Sayings'  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies  Investment  BiU.  The 
Duke  of  Argyll  therefore  proposed  ih&t  the  House  should  agree  to  a 
resolution  declaring  the  BUI  to  be  of  such  urgency  that  its  immediate 
consideration  was  necessary,  arguing  that  the  Bill  was  analogous  to  a 
Money  Bill,  in  the  case  of  which  such  urgency  was  allowed.  For  the 
constitutional   question  involved,  see   Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  dx, 

PP- 1347,  I56I- 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because,  unless  the  orders  for  regulating  of  the  discharge  of  the 
business  of  this  House  are  adhered  to  with  stead&stness  and  impar- 
tiality, they  become  traps  for  the  unwary,  and  aggravate  the 
mischiefs  and  public  inconvenience  against  the  occurrence  of  which 
such  orders  were  intended  to  provide  a  fitting  safegurd. 
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Because,  the  Sessional  Order  which  fixes  a  daj  after  which  it  is 
provided  that  no  Bill  shall  be  read  a  second  time  in  this  Honse^ 
except  Bills  of  Aid  or  Supply,  or  Bills  on  which  the  House  shall 
have  determined  that  the  circumstances  making  such  legislation 
expedient  are  either  of  such  recent  occurrence  or  such  real  urgency 
as  to  render  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  same  necessary,  was 
adopted  after  full  consideration  in  1854^  and  has  been  continued  for 
the  last  seven  consecutive  years,  without  opposition  or  serious 
complaint,  but,  on  the  contrary,  greatly  to  the  benefit  of  the  public 
service. 

Because  a  departure  from  that  order,  unless  in  cases  arising 
clearly  within  its  specified  exceptions,  will  render  the  proceedings 
of  this  House  vague  and  uncertain,  will  at  the  close  of  the  Session 
subject  them  to  the  discretionary  power  of  the  Grovemment  of  the 
day,  and  will  deprive  them  of  orders  of  that  impartiality,  weight, 
and  authority  which  are  required  to  maintain  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  House,  and  to  secure  the  public  against  hasty  or 
ill-considered  legislation. 

Because  the  Bill  regulating  the  investments  for  Savings  Banks 
and  Friendly  Societies  has  been  before  Parliament  during  a  period 
of  nearly  seven  months,  and  has  not  been  dealt  with  by  its  framers 
or  by  Parliament  as  a  Bill  of  real  urgency,  neither  is  it  founded  on 
any  circumstance  of  recent  occurrence. 

Because  it  is  not  a  Bill  of  Aid  or  Supply,  nor  can  it  be  classed 
as  a  Money  Bill,  without  the  establishment  of  a  new  and  dangerous 
precedent  calculated  to  impose  dangerous  trammels  on  the  free 
l^^lation  of  this  House. 

Because  this  Bill  has  not  been  brought  up  to  this  House  till  the 
3rd  day  of  August,  when  the  period  for  reading  Bills  a  second  time 
in  the  House  had  elapsed. 

Because  a  resolution  having  been  moved  on  the  13th  of  August 
to  suspend  the  Sessional  Order  prohibiting  the  second  reading  of 
all  Bills  after  the  a9th  of  July,  and  to  permit  the  second  reading  of 
the  Savings  Banks  Investment  Bill,  such  resolution  was  negatived 
after  debate,  and  the  order  for  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time  was 
discharged. 

Because  no  further  proceeding  was  taken  in  relation  to  this  Bill 
till  the  1 6th  instant,  when  a  notice  was  given  of  an  intention  to 
move  on  the  following  day  to  reverse  the  former  decision  of  the 
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House,  by  suspending  the  Sessional  Order,  which  it  had  been 
determined  should  not  be  suspended,  and  declaring  the  xtrgency  of 
a  Bill  which  the  House  had  previously  declined  to  affirm. 

Because  such  a  proceeding  tends  to  destroy  all  confidence  in  the 
maintenance  of  a  Sessional  Order  adopted  after  ftiU  deliberation, 
without  a  dissentient  voice,  and  reasserted  in  seven  sucoessiTe 
Sessions  with  the  same  unanimity  of  opinion. 

Because  no  precedent  or  authority  has  been  adduced  to  justify 
so  extraordinary  a  deviation  from  the  accustomed  practice  of  the 
House,  the  maintenance  of  which  is  essential  to  its  dignity,  and  a 
departure  from  which  can  hardly  fail  to  lessen  the  weight  and 
authority  which  ought  to  accompany  all  its  decisions. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 


DCCCXCV. 

August  20,  1860. 

The  Befreshment  Houses  and  Wine  Licences  Bill  (L-eland)  was  read  a 
third  time  and  passed  this  day.     It  is  23  and  24  Victoria,  cap.  107. 
The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  although  the  last  clause  of  the  Refreshment  and 
Wine  Licences  Act^  passed  on  the  14th  of  June  last^  states  that  it 
shall  not  apply  to  Ireland,  yet  this  Bill  in  most  of  its  provisions  is 
a  counterpart  of  that  measure. 

andly.  Because,  although  the  Act  i  William  IV,  cap.  64,  being 
*  An  Act  to  permit  the  general  sale  of  beer  and  cyder  by  retail  in 
England,'  does  not  extend  to  Ireland,  and  hitherto  in  Ireland  eveiy 
licence  for  the  sale  of  spirits  and  beer  (which  includes  permission 
to  sell  wine)  has  been  granted  subject  to  a  discretionary  prohibition 
by  the  magistrates,  subject  to  appeal,  yet  this  Bill  deprives  the 
magistrates  of  Ireland  of  a  great  portion  of  their  discretionary 
power,  and  will  prevent  them  from  beneficially  restricting  the 
number  of  houses  to  be  separately  licensed  for  the  sale  of  wine, 
and  from  preventing  retail  winehouses  being  as  numerous  as  the 
beerhouses  in  England. 

3rdly,  Because  a  mere  restricted  veto  is  substituted  for  the 
prohibition  contained  in  the  fourth  section  of  4th  William  IV 
(which  Act  is  referred  to  in  the  forty-third  section  of  this  Bill), 
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which,  in  addition  to  the  grounds  of  prohibition  contained  in  this 
Act,  should  be  introduced  into  any  permanent  measure. 

4thl7,  Also,  for  the  first,  second,  fourth  (with  the  alteration  of 
the  hour  ^five'  to  'seven'),  and  fifth  reasons  contained  in  my 
protest  of  the  nth  of  June,  i860,  against  the  Refreshment  Houses 
and  Wine  Licences  Bill. 

5thly,  Because  the  twentieth  section  of  4th  William  IV  has  not 
been  in  any  way  applied  to  this  Bill,  and  by  it^  or  a  modification 
of  it,  all  respectable  inhabitants  might  assist  the  police  in  sup- 
pressing drunkenness  and  punishing  drunkards. 

6thly,  Because  clause  40  of  the  English  Act  is  entirely  omitted 
from  this  Bill,  and  might  even  have  been  improved  upon  herein,  by 
rendering  all  persons  found  drunk  in  the  street,  whether  (otherwise 
than  by  being  drunk)  indecent  or  not,  liable  to  an  increased  fine, 
and  to  imprisonment. 

7thly,  Because  in  any  general  measure  the  Justices  or  Divisional 
Justices  or  Court  to  which  appeal  is  made  should  grant  all  licences^ 
as  they  are  fitr  more  fit  to  do  than  the  excise,  whose  chief  duty  is 
to  increase  the  revenue^  or  than  the  police,  who,  without  any  duties 
as  to  licences,  may  have  sufficient  responsibility  in  detecting 
drunkenness,  and  in  helping  to  convict  drunkards  and  keepers  of 
ill-conducted  houses,  but  more  so  as  such  magistrates  adjudicate 
on  all  cases  of  evils  and  crimes  produced  by  drunkenness. 

8thly,  Because  while  coroners  in  England,  according  to  usage, 
and  a  report  of  a  Select  Cotnmittee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
retain  and  will  retain  the  initiative  in  all  inquests  (whether  paid  by 
fees  or  salary),  the  magistracy  of  Ireknd,  most  of  them  unpaid, 
and  without  any  interest  in  g^ntiug  or  withholding  licences, 
except  as  to  the  preservation  of  order,  and  as  to  the  diminishing 
the  temptations  to  and  punishments  for  drunkenness,  ought  to 
have  at  least  as  much  confidence  reposed  in  them  as  in  any  other 
public  servants. 

9thly,  Because  the  feeling  against  the  proposed  and  lately  enacted 
measure  is  every  day  increasing  in  England. 

Thomas  Demnan,  Lord  Denman. 
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DCCCXCVI. 
August  25,  1860. 

The  Irish  Tenure  and  Improyement  of  Land  Bill,  23  and  24  Victoria^ 
^P*  i53>  contains  sixtj-two  clanses,  and  receiyed  the  royal  assent  on  the 
28  th  of  August.  The  Lords  inserted  certain  amendments  in  the  Bill, 
with  which  the  Commons  disagreed.  A  proposal  to  insist  on  these 
amendments  was  negatiyed  on  one  of  them  h j  7  to  6.  It  may  be  ob- 
seryed  that  the  amendments  were  inserted  chiefly  at  the  instance  of  the 
Irish  peers. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

1st,  Because  the  amendments  to  this  Bill  are  proposed  for 
adoption  at  the  yery  close  of  the  Session,  setting  aside  the 
ordinary  forms  of  Parliament,  which  direct  the  printing  of  such 
amendments  before  they  are  taken  into  consideration,  and  this 
without  adequate  notice  being  giyen  of  their  import  and  ^egal 
effect,  and  in  the  absence  of  many  of  those  peers  whose  local  know- 
ledge  and  experience  woold  en  Je  them  tolst  the  judgment  of 
the  House. 

2ndly,  Because  some  of  the  proposed  alterations  are  absolute 
reyersals  of  preyious  decisions  pronounced  by  sl  full  House,  after 
due  notice  and  careful  deliberation,  and  such  last  inconsistent 
resolutions  are  pressed  forward  at  a  time  when  the  proposed 
enactments  cannot  possibly  be  made  known  in  that  part  of  the 
Empire  to  which  this  Bill  exclusiyely  applies^  before  obtaining  the 
authority  of  law. 

3rdly,  Because  legislation  so  hasty  and  unconsidered,  forced  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House  at  the  closing  days  of  the  Session, 
renders  all  freedom  of  discussion  impracticable^  and  withholds  the 
means  of  passing  a  safe  and  deliberate  judgment. 

4thly,  Because  the  force  of  these  objections  is  made  still  more 
manifest  if  some  of  the  changes  made  in  the  Bill  are  considered 
in  detail : — 

In  the  Bill  as  it  left  this  House  the  ordinary  leasing  powers 
commonly  entrusted  to  tenants  for  life  and  other  parties,  under 
the  restraints  of  settlements^  wills,  and  other  legal  instruments, 
were  extended  to  a  power  of  granting  building  terms  for  ninety- 
nine  years,  whilst  by  the  Bill  returned  to  this  House  this  already 
extended  leasing  power  has  been  indefinitely  prolonged,  and  now 
includes  an  authority  to  grant  leases  for  eyer. 
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In  the  Bill  as  it  left  this  House  enactments  were  contained  pre- 
scribing that  houses  to  be  hereafter  built  agreeably  to  its  provisions 
should  be  of  a  description  to  promote  the  health,  comfort,  and 
accommodation  of  their  inhabitants,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
guairi  against  an  unjust  sacrifice  of  the  rights  of  the  reversioner: 
from  the  Bill  returned  these  provisions  have  been  rejected. 

In  the  Bill  as  it  left  this  House,  while  it  was  framed  so  as  to 
promote  the  interests  and  secure  the  rights  of  the  tenant,  security 
was  taken  against  the  breach  of  covenants  into  which  both  parties 
had  voluntarily  entered  :  these  securities  have  been  expunged  from 
the  Bill  as  returned  to  this  House. 

5thly,  Because  it  is  to  be  apprehended  if  the  course  of  proceeding 
which  this  House  is  now  unfortunately  called  on  to  sanction  and 
adopt  be  drawn  into  precedent,  it  will  be  found  no  less  inconsistent 
with  the  ancient  practice  of  Parliament  than  with  the  possibility  of 
enacting  wise  and  salutary  laws. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 

DCCCXCVII. 

April  29,  1861. 

By  24  'Victoria,  cap.  14,  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  were  established. 
The  opposition  to  the  Bill  chiefly  arose  from  tiiose  who  thought  the  old 
system  worked  well,  and  that  the  trustees  of  the  old  Banks  were  not  well 
used  in  setting  up  a  rival  system.  The  rate  of  interest  fixed  by  the  Bill 
was  £2  io«.  per  cent.,  but  the  Treasury  was  permitted  to  raise  the  rate 
to  £3  o«.  IOC?.,  the  amount  allowed  to  the  old  Savings  Banks,  but  from  the 
payment  of  which  much  loss  had  ensued.  It  was  also  alleged  that  the 
possession  of  such  large  deposits  would  give  the  administration  an  uncon* 
trolled  use  of  public  fimds. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  the  third  reading. 

ist,  Because  it  is  inexpedient,  without  deliberation  and  evidence, 
to  transfer  to  the  centralized  authority  of  a  revenue  department, 
already  charged  with  laborious  and  incompatible  duties,  functions 
which  have  been  hitherto  performed  by  independent  trustees,  acting 
gratuitously,  freely  appointed,  and  who,  by  their  administration  of 
the  Savings  Banks  throughout  the  British  Empire,  have  conferred 
a  signal  benefit  on  their  country  by  encouraging  habits  of  prudence, 
indostry,  and  forethonght. 

2ndly,  Because  such  a  transfer  cannot  be  made  without  implying 
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a  mistrust  in  that  system  of  self-government  to  whicli  England 
owes  so  much  prosperity  and  happiness,  and  her  charities  and  volun- 
tary institution  so  much  of  their  ^Lss,  and  whereby  all  classes 
of  society^  being  unit<ed  in  the  discharge  of  their  local  fanctions, 
are  trained  in  habits  of  business  and  responsibility,  and  are  thus 
fitted  for  the  fulfilment  of  other  and  more  weighty  duties. 

3rdly,  Because  this  change  is  made  without  any  clear  and  distinct 
explanation  of  the  proposed  system,  or  any  estimate  of  its  probable 
cost, — a  cost  which,  whether  supplied  by  Parliamentary  grant  or  by 
a  deduction  from  the  interest  payable  on  deposits,  equally  demands 
the  most  careful  and  jealous  attention. 

4thly,  Because  the  proposed  change  is  the  less  called  for  when 
it  appears  that,  under  the  existing  local  management^  the  amount 
of  deposits  in  Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies  has  steadily 
augmented^  and  on  the  aSth  of  November,  1860^  had  reached  the 
extraordinary  sum  of  ^^43,298,320 ;  and  that  a  further  sum  of 
^^768,275  had  been  pledged  by  the  oflScers  of  the  existing  Savings 
Banks  as  a  security  for  their  faithful  discharge  of  duty. 

5thly,  Because  the  Legislature,  in  passing  its  earlier  laws  for 
the  regulation  of  Savings  Banks,  described  the  sole  object  of  those 
institutions  to  be  '  the  receipt  of  deposits  for  the  benefit  of  the 
depositors,  and  the  accumulation  of  so  much  of  the  interest  as  shall 
not  be  required  by  them  ;  yet  a  practice  has  subsequently  been 
introduced;  and  largely  extended,  by  which  the  funds  of  Savings 
Banks  have  frequently  been  advanced  to  meet  financial  difficulties 
of  the  State,  a  power  being  conferred  on  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment described  by  high  official  authority  as  being  ^  larger  and  more 
absolute  than  is  required  for  the  public  service.^ 

6thly,  Because  these  practices,  condemned  by  high  Parliamentaiy 
a'  i  official  authorities,  are  not  only  left  uncorrected  by  the  present 
Bii,  but  are  liable  to  be  more  largely  and  freely  applied,  by  reason 
of  the  substitution  of  a  revenue  department  for  the  more  consti- 
tutional control  of  the  existing  boards  of  trustees. 
<  7thly,  Because  no  provision  is  made  under  this  Bill  for  compen- 
sation or  reward  to  the  paid  officers  of  the  existing  Savings  Banks, 
however  long  and  painful  their  services,  and  who  will  be  liable  to  be 
turned  adrift  and  replaced  by  the  nominees  of  the  Oovemment. 

8thly,  Because  the  proposed  system,  brought  altogether  under 
the  central  authority  of  a  revenue  department,  may,  when  dealing 
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with  a  capital  of  if  43,298,320,  facilitate  and  encourage  the  sale  and 
purchase  of  public  securities  on  account  of  Savings  Banks  in  a 
manner  to  influence  unduly  the  value  of  the  Parliamentary  stocks^ 
and  thus  to  afiiBct  injuriously  both  public  and  private  credit. 

9thly^  Because,  whilst  it  is  not  improbable  that  the  agency  of  the 
Money  Order  department  of  the  Post  Office  may  be  usefully  employed 
in  the  mere  remittance  of  the  funds  of  Savings  Banks  as  between 
the  local  trustees  and  the  Commissioners  for  the  reduction  of  the 
National  Debt,  no  evidence  or  authority  has  been  produced  to  justify 
the  novel  and  objectionable  principle  on  which  the  ^present  Bill  is 
founded. 

Thomas  Spring  Sice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 


DCCCXCVIII. 

June  11,  1861. 

The  financial  measures  of  186 1  were  embodied  in  an  Act,  24  Victoria, 
cap.  20.  Under  them  the  paper  duiy  was  repealed.  Mr.  Gladstone's 
speech  introducing  his  budget  was  delivered  on  the  15th  of  April. 
(Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  clxii,  p.  544.)  The  year  before,  the  House  of 
Lords  had  rejected  the  repeal  of  ihe  paper  duty,  on  the  motion  of  Lord 
Monteagle,  by  193  to  104,  and  a  motion  of  Lord  Fermoy  (declaring  that 
the  action  of  the  Lords  '  was  an  encroachment  on  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  that  it  was  therefore  inconsistent  on 
that  House  to  adopt  a  practical  measure  for  the  vindication  of  its  rights 
and  privileges')  was  obviated  by  Lord  Palmerston  moving  the  previous 
question,  and  carrying  it  by  177  to  138.  On  the  nth  of  June,  1861, 
the  Government  measure  was  carried  without  a  division,  though  debated 
on  the  second  reading  (see  Hansard,  vol.  clxiii^  p.  696),  but  the  following 
protest  was  entered. 

ist^  Because^  whilst  it  is  the  manifest  duty  of  Parliament  to 
relieve  the  people  from  all  unnecessary  burthens,  yet  reductions  of 
taxation  are  justifiable  only  when  consistent  with  the  efiScieucy  of 
the  public  service,  with  the  maintenance  of  public  credit^  efiected 
in  strict  accordance  with  constitutional  principles^  and  with  the 
independence  and  freedom  of  action  of  both  branches  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 

2ndly^  Because  these  indispensable  conditions  do  not  appear  to 
have  been  sufficiently  regarded  or  carefully  adhered  to  in  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House. 
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3rdl7,  Because  neither  our  late  experience,  nor  any  statements 
made  in  debate^  nor  evidence  produced  in  support  of  this  Bill^  afford 
sufficient  proof  that  a  surplus  exists  such  as  to  justify  Parliamoit 
in  sacrificing  j^2^63  ,ocx>  of  net  annual  revenue,  of  which 
j^i,330,ocx>  is  produced  by  the  excise  on  paper;  a  duty  steadily 
progressing  during  many  successive  years,  thereby  proving  con- 
vincingly that  neither  the  amount  of  the  tax,  nor  yet  the  law 
under  which  it  is  collected,  have  arrested  production,  and  whilst 
prohibitions,  or  the  imposition  by  foreign  states  of  export  duties 
on  the  raw  material,  checks  a  natural  £ei11  of  price,  and  the  relief 
which  otherwise  might  be  given  to  the  consumer. 

4thly,  Because  it  is  the  more  unsafe  to  rely  on  the  existence  of 
an  available  surplus  in  the  present  year,  justifying  the  abandon- 
ment of  ^€^2,463,000  of  net  annual  revenue,  when  it  is  remembered 
that  on  the  loth  of  February,  i86q,  a  surplus,  then  estimated  at 
^454,ocx>,  was  on  the  15th  of  July  converted  into  a  deficiency 
of  .^1,286,000,  and  that  the  excess  of  expenditure  over  income  has 
on  the  31st  of  March,  1861,  risen  to  the  alarming  amount  of 
^^2,558,384 ;  a  deficiency  which  would  have  been  still  greater  had 
not  (ist)  the  future  receipts  of  revenue  been  anticipated  by  calling 
up  duties  on  property,  malt,  and  hops  to  the  amount  of  ^^3, 148,000; 
(2nd)  the  revenue  been  augmented  by  drafts  on  the  exchequer 
balance  to  the  amount  of  j^i, 300,000;  (3rd)  by  applying  to  the 
pubUc  service  unexpected  repayments  of  debt  from  a  foreign  power; 
and  also  (4th)  by  the  consequence  of  the  decision  of  this  House, 
in  rejecting  in  i860  the  proposed  repeal  of  the  paper  duties, — a  de- 
cision made  in  the  exercise  of  the  undoubted  rights  and  privil^^ 
of  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  (lastly)  the  postponement  of  the  pay- 
ment of  a  debt  of  ^1,000,000  due  on  Exchequer  bonds. 

5thly,  Because  it  appears  in  a  high  degree  improbable  that 
during  the  present  year  (with  a  future  surplus  which  the  most 
sanguine  have  not  estimated  as  exceeding  ^^408,000,  on  an  ex- 
penditure of  ^^69, 8 75,000),  our  financial  resources  can  be  restored 
to  that  credit  which  befits  our  dignity,  or  provides  adequately  for 
our  national  interests  in  the  present  state  of  the  continents  of 
North  America  and  of  Europe.  We  may  be  driven  again  to  draw 
on  our  Exchequer  balances  ;  again  to  postpone  the  payment  of  our 
lawful  debts  when  due,  or  to  pay  them  with  borrowed  money.  The 
property  and  war  taxes  may  again  be  continued  or  augmented,  and 
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yet,  after  resorting  to  these  somewhat  questionable  expedients, 
services  still  unprovided  for  may  require  increased  burthens.  The 
conmiutation  of  the  Stade  duties,  the  increased  interest  on  Exchequer 
bills  which  have  too  long  remained  at  a  discount^  farther  sums  re- 
quired for  the  interest  of  the  loan  for  our  national  defences,  will  all 
demand  the  attention  of  Parliament,  and  require  to  be  placed  upon 
a  more  secure  foundation  than  the  promised  remittances  from 
China,  or  the  still  more  uncertain  anticipations  of  the  state  of  the 
weather  during  the  next  harvest. 

6thlj,  Because  though  it  is  proposed  by  the  present  Bill  to  re- 
peal ^1,133,000  per  annum  property  tax,  and  ^£^1,330,000  duties 
on  paper,  thus  exhibiting  a  somewhat  plausible  equality  in  the 
apportionment  of  relief  between  direct  and  indirect  taxation^  yet 
this  will  be  found  on  reflection  to  be  an  equality  rather  apparent 
than  real ;  the  first  of  these  taxes  being  temporary,  the  latter 
permanent,  and  it  hence  appearing  but  too  evident  that  any  future 
national  wants  will  be  supplied  by  an  increase  and  prolongation 
of  the  property  tax,  well  described  as  fraught  with  Apolitical 
dangers  leading  to  a  conclusion  that  the  income  tax,  though  an 
admirable  instrument  for  national  purposes  upon  a  great  and 
national  emergency,  is  a  dangerous  instrument  in  time  of  peace.' 
(Hansard's  Debates,  3rd  February,  1859.) 

7thly,  Because,  in  addition  to  the  preceding  objections  to  the 
Bill  before  us  as  arising  from  the  present  state  of  our  finance,  and 
the  inadequacy  of  the  promised  surplus  of  ^^408^000,  objections 
equally  serious,  though  of  a  different  character,  may  be  urged 
against  the  form  which  the  measure  assumes,  and  the  mode  in 
which  it  has  been  prepared. 

Sthly,  Because  the  freedom  and  independence  with  which  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  are  enabled  to  perform  their  respective 
duties  are  essential  to  the  dignity  of  each,  and  have  invai*iably 
been  appealed  to  by  the  highest  legal  and  parliamentary  autho- 
rities as  indispensable  to  the  harmonious  working  of  our  Con- 
stitution. 

9thly,  Because,  though  the  rules  of  Parliament  which  preclude 
the  annexation  of  distinct  and  contrasted  subjects,  as  tacks  to  Bills 
of  Aid  and  Supply  have  been  asserted  and  enforced  by  this  House, 
yet  it  cannot  be  denied  that  precedents  may  be  shown  in  which 
various  financial  measures  have  occasionally  been  united  in  one  Bill, 
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without  the  raisiDg  of  any  objection  in  this  House.  This  will  be 
found  exceptional  in  some  cases,  as  in  the  consolidation  and  re> 
enactment  of  existing  laws  where  no  change  is  practically  made  in 
the  amount  of  revenue  raised ;  in  others  where  the  enactments 
embrace  many  thousand  separate  cases,  which  could  not,  without 
great  public  inconvenience^  be  dealt  with  in  distinct  Bills.  Some 
of  these  instances  appear  to  be  grounded  on  the  questionable  argu- 
ment of  convenience  only ;  some  to  be  highly  dangerous  in  prin- 
ciple ;  and  in  all  it  behoves  this  House  to  watch  with  the  utmost 
vigilance  all  such  measures,  and  to  guard  strictly  and  firmly 
against  a  violation  of  the  principle  laid  down  in  their  standing 
order^  27th  April,  1699,  reasserted  on  various  subsequent  occasions, 
and  now  forming  an  important  part  of  the  law  and  custom  of 
Parliament,  and  declaring  '  that  the  annexing  of  any  clause  or 
clauses  to  a  Bill  of  Aid  or  Supply,  the  matter  of  which  is  foreign  to 
and  different  from  the  matter  of  the  said  Bill  of  Aid  and  Supply, 
is  unparliamentary,  and  tends  to  the  destruction  of  the  Oovero- 
ment. 

lothly,  Because  the  same  principle  asserted  in  the  standing 
orders  of  the  Lords  has  re<^ived  the  most  unqualified  assent  of  high 
authorities  in  the  Commons.  In  1787  (Hansard's  Parliamentary 
History,  page  508),  in  relation  to  the  proposal  of  blending  two 
distinct  subjects  in  one  Billj  Mr.  Fox  stated^  ^  this  would  not  only 
be  a  bad  precedent  for  the  Commons,  but  would  as  absolutely 
preclude  the  Lords  from  free  debate  as  if  the  Commons  had  fol- 
lowed the  example  of  Cromwell,  and  silenced  a  necessary  and  con- 
stitutional branch  of  the  Legislature.'  On  a  subsequent  occasion 
the  same  high  authority  spoke  ^  of  the  difficulty  in  which  the 
House  of  Lords  would  be  placed  by  the  blending  of  the  two  objects 
in  one  Bill ;'  adding,  that  '  instead  of  affording  the  Lords  reason 
to  complain  of  the  Commons  for  narrowing  their  grounds  both  of 
debate  and  of  voting,  the  House  ought  seriously  to  avoid  giving 
cause  of  such  complaint.     (Parliamentary  History,  1787.) 

iithly,  Because  it  cannot  be  urged,  that  although  a  Bill  of  Aid 
and  Supply  and  a  Bill  for  the  repeal  of  a  tax  both  relate  to  finance, 
they  are  therefore  to  be  considered  as  identical  in  their  parlia- 
mentary character,  and  fitting  to  be  discussed  in  a  combined  rather 
than  in  a  separate  form.  Practically^  these  Bills  are  opposite  and 
antagonistic;    the  one  grants,  the  other  takes  away;    the  one 
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adopts  and  recites  the  following  preamble,  which  invariably  dis- 
tinguishes Bills  of  Aid  and  Supply  from  all  other  legislative  pro- 
ceedings : — *  We,  your  Majesty's  dutiful  and  loyal  subjects,  the 
Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom,  toward  making  good  the  supply 
we  have  cheerfully  granted,  do  humbly  beseech  you  that  it  may  be 
enacted ;  and  be  it  enacted  by  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Lords 
and  Commons,  and  by  the  authority  of  the  same,'  &c.  &c. ;  a  Bill 
for  the  repeal  of  duties,  on  the  contrary,  neither  has  nor  logically 
or  reasonably  can  have  such  a  preamble.  It  would  evidently  be 
absurd  to  recite  as  a  grant  that  which  is  a  diminution  of  taxation. 
The  assent  of  the  Crown  is  also  given  to  a  Bill  of  Aid  and  Supply 
in  the  ancient  form  of  ^La  reyne  remerde  sea  bom  sufets,  accepte  lewr 
benevolence y  et  aifm  le  veult,^  To  a  Bill  for  the  repeal  of  taxation 
the  royal  assent  is  given  in  the  simpler  but  differing  words  of  ^La 
reyne  le  veulV 

I2thly,  Because  the  usual  course  taken  by  successive  Ministers 
and  Houses  of  Parliament  has  been  to  deal  with  the  repeals  of 
taxes  in  separate  Bills,  and  to  send  up  the  Bill  for  repealing  tax- 
ation as  a  distinct  measure.  Of  these  precedents,  the  following 
examples  may  be  referred  to : — 
In  1803,  Property  duty. 

1892,  Malt  duty. 

1824,  Salt  duty. 

1830,  Excise  duty  on  beer. 
„  „  leather. 

1831, 


)9 


1833. 


)9 


y} 

printed  cotton. 

99 

candles. 

)) 

starch. 

>» 

tiles. 

House  tAx. 

1836,  Excise  duty  on  stained  paper. 
1845,  „  glass. 

„  „  auctions. 

1850,  „  bricks. 

1 85 1,  Window  tax. 

1853,  ^^^  d^fy  01^  soap. 
1855,  Newspaper  stamp  duties. 
I3thly,  Because  a  practice  of  combining  in  one  legfislative  mea- 
sure various  and  discordant  subjects,  more  especially  when  the  Bill 
VOL.  in.  Q  g 
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is  one  of  Aid  and  Supply,  cannot  but  produce  some  risk  that  such 
Bills  maj  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole^  and  possibly  rejected  in  conse- 
quence of  some  partial  objection ;  a  result  which^  though  striotlj 
in  conformity  with  the  indisputable  privileges  of  this  House,  may 
occasionally  lead  to  public  inconvenience,  and  to  the  danger  <^  an 
interruption  of  that  good  understanding  which  it  is  of  such  import- 
ance to  preserve  unimpaired  between  the  co-ordinate  branches  of 
the  L^slature. 

Thomas  Spring  Bice,  Lord  Monteagle  of  Brandon. 
William  Willooghby  Cole,  Lord  Qrinatead  (Earl  d  Ennis- 

killen). 
Charles  Cecil  John  Manners,  Duke  of  Butland. 
William  Samuel  Draper  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 
CoDstaniine  Henry  Phipps,  Marquis  of  Kormanby. 
Qeorge  Charles  Bingham,  Earl  of  Luoan. 
Henry  Howard  Molyneux  Herbert,  Earl  of  Camarv<HL 
William  Thomas  Le  Peer  Trench,  Yiiscount  Clancarty  (Earl  of 

Clancarty). 
Leicester  Fitzgerald  Charles  Stanhope,  Earl  of  Harrington. 
Bobert  Bourke^  Earl  of  Mayo. 

DCCCXCIX. 

August  2,  1861. 

A  petition  was  presented  from  Lord  Dundonald  (Thomas  Barnes 
Cochrane),  son  of  Thomas,  Earl  Dundonald,  praying  the  House  to  permit 
the  evidence  of  the  Dowager  C!ountess,  then  residing  at  Boulogne,  to  be 
taken  there,  as  her  health  was  too  infirm  to  permit  her  journey  to  Eng- 
land. The  House  agreed  to  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  and  the  Consul 
at  Boulogne,  with  Mr.  Macqueen,  Q.C.,  were  allowed  by  the  House  to 
put  nine  questions,  drawn  up,  and  entered  in  the  Journals,  to  tl^ 
Dowager. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  against  granting  the  prayer  of  the 
petition. 

Because,  as  it  appeared  from  the  statements  made  by  the  counsel 
for  the  petitioner  before  the  committee  for  privileges  that  no  person 
has  ever  yet  questioned  the  petitioner's  right  to  the  title  of  Earl  of 
Dundonald,  which  was  assumed  by  him  immediately  after  his 
Other's  death,  and  as  he  has  petitioned  her  Majesty  as  Earl  of 
Dundonald^  and  her  Majesty  has  been  graciously  pleased  to  refer 
the  petition  in  which  he  so  designates  himself  to  this  House^  and 
as  thei*e  is  no  right  or  privilege  to  which  he  is  entitled  as  Earl  of 
Dundonald  which  cannot  be  exercised  by  him  although  tiiiis  House 
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Bhall  not  have  declared  him  to  be  so  entitled,  and  as  theie  is  no 
precedent  for  this  House  adjudicating  upon  and  declaring  any 
person's  rights  to  any  title  under  such  circumstances,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  it  is  inexpedient  for  the  House  to  proceed  to  do  so  in 
the  present  ease,  or  take  any  steps  thereon. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

DCCCC. 

August  2,  1861. 

The  borough  of  Sudbury  had  been  diefranchised  for  bribery  by  7  an^  9 
Victoria,  cap.  53,  and  that  of  St.  Alban's  for  the  same  offence  by  15  and  i(J 
Victoria,  cap.  9.  By  24  and  25  Victoria,  cap.  112,  their  four  seats  were 
distributed  tims : — the  West  Biding  of  York  was  divided  into  two  sections, 
each  to  return  two  members,  an  additional  member  was  given  to  South 
Lancashire,  and  Birkenhead  was  made  a  borough  with  one  member.  The 
Bill  was  debated  fully  in  the  Commons,  no  less  than  nine  divisions  having 
been  taken  on  it.  Li  the  Lords,  Lord  Stratheden  moved. that  it  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  but  withdrew  his  motion.  He  inserted 
the  following  protest  on  the  motion  that  the  Pill  do  pass. 

ist,  Because  the  third  reading  took  place  out  of  the  order  in 
wliich  the  Bill  stood  upon  the  notice  paper,  at  a  time  when  publio 
business  was  not  in  any  way  expected,  and  not  upon  the  motion 
of  the  minister  in  whose  name  the  Bill  stood,  thus  making  it 
impossible  for  Peers  who  wished  to  do  so  to  take  any  part  on 
this  final  stage. 

andly,  Because  a  former  stage,  viz.  the  second  reading,  had  been 
Tirtoally  annulled  and  moved  pro  formd  only  at  an  hour  when  by 
general  admission  it  was  not  possible  to  go  into  debate,  all  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill  being  thus  reduced  to  the  single  stage  of 
going  into  Committee  on  the  aQth  of  July. 

3rdly,  Because  a  resolution  of  the  House  has  frequently  declared, 
that  at  that  period  important  measures  cannot  have  the  foil  delibe- 
xation  which  they  merit. 

4thly,  Because  a  precedent  has  thus  been  formed  for  passing 
to  the  Statute  Book  a  measure  of  organic  change  without  the 
genuine  and  bond  fide  sanction  of  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  if  such 
organic  change  as  the  public  interest  requires  is  now  to  be  deve<- 
loped  in  a  series  of  measures,  and  not  included  in  a  single 
0cbeme,  the  danger  of  such  a  precedent  being  often  followed  is 
upparent. 

Gga 
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5thly,  Because  while  the  Bill  has  not  had  the  bond  fde  sanction 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  so  neither  has  it  had  that  of  either  party  in 
the  Commons,  the  Opposition  and  the  Government  in  that  House 
of  Parliament  having  both  declared  in  the  coarse  of  the  Session 
that  the  vacant  seats  ought  to  be  otherwise  distributed. 

6thlj,  Because  so  long  as  these  seats  were  vacant  a  notorions 
defect  in  the  Reform  Act  might  eventually  be  remedied^  without 
increasing  the  numbers  of  the  House  of  Commons,  the  defect  in 
consequence  of  which  since  183(2  distinguished  public  men,  agunst 
the  wishes  of  the  country,  have  been  excluded  from  the  Legis- 
lature, and  which  arises  from  the  want  of  a  corrective  power  in 
the  State  to  return  those  whom  the  united  body  of  the  nation 
would  have  chosen^  but  who  from  local  circumstances  have  not  beoi 
chosen  by  any  of  the  sections  into  which  the  country  at  a  genenJ 
election  is  divided. 

7thly,  Because  the  existence  of  such  a  vice  in  the  Reform  Act 
is  convincingly  established  by  the  fact,  that  since  1832  Sir  William 
Molesworth,  Lord  Macaulay,  Lord  Carlisle,  Sir  Edward  Lytton, 
Mr.  Bright,  Mr.  Cobden,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  the  late  Mr.  Bernal, 
among  others,  have,  after  general  elections,  been  kept  out  of  Par- 
liament, while  the  public  could  not  be  said  in  any  of  these  cases 
to  have  either  caused  or  sanctioned  the  exclusion. 

8thly,  Because  to  form  any  system  by  which  the  casual  defi- 
ciencies of  a  general  election  might  be  afterwards  removed, 
according  to  the  interest  and  voice  of  the  community,  the  four 
vacant  seats,  if  not  essential,  were  desirable,  as  the  space  to  build 
on;  while  they  are  now  appropriated  in  a  manner  which  no 
necessity  dictated,  which  meets  no  popular  demand,  which  takes 
away  no  public  inconvenience,  and  bestows  no  kind  of  new 
advantage  on  the  empire. 

9thly,  Because  the  defect  to  some  remedy  of  which  these  seats 
might  have  been  devoted  leads  to  serious  results  beyond  a  palpable 
anomaly.  An  anomaly  of  this  kind  occurs  when  a  State,  howev^ 
firm  in  its  opinion  that  given  individuals  ought  to  serve  it  in  iis 
Representative  Assembly,  has  no  power  to  return  them  if  they  haye 
been  outvoted  by  a  single  local  body  at  a  general  election,  and  that 
upon  an  issue  joined  not  of  merit,  but  of  party. 

lothly.  Because  before  1832  the  State  had  the  power  in  question 
by  a  medium  it  is  not  now  desirable  to  call  again  into  existence, 
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the  Opposition  and  the  Government  possessing  at  that  time  the 
means  of  bringing  into  Parliament  distinguished  men  whom  the 
general  election  had  excluded,  by  the  boroughs  which  each  had 
at  its  disposal.  It  is  only,  therefore,  necessary  that  an  important 
end  which  was  gained  for  many  years  by  objectionable  means  should 
be  now  secured  by  means  which  are  legitimate. 

iithly,  Because,  whatever  means  are  now  resorted  to  to  invest 
the  State  with  this  necessary  power  since  the  vacant  seats  have 
been  appropriated^  such  means  can  only  be  applied  by  increasing 
the  number  of  the  House  of  Commons  beyond  a  point  which  is 
generally  felt  to  be  excessive.  In  order,  therefore,  to  remove  one 
evil  in  our  representative  arraugementsj  it  becomes  essential  in 
some  d^ree  to  agg^vate  another,  a  dilemma  into  which  States 
may  be  forced  by  various  events,  but  which  it  is  against  the  rules 
of  policy  to  choose  and  to  create  by  doubtful  legislation. 

I2thly,  Because  among  the  results  of  the  evil  it  has  thus  become 
more  difficult  to  remedy^  the  State  may  be  and  has  been  in  this 
manner  deprived  of  official  talent  it  requires,  but  which  can  only  be 
exerted  in  conjunction  with  a  seat  in  Parliament.  Beyond  this, 
until  the  country  has  the  power,  after  a  general  election^  of  calling 
to  its  Representative  Assembly  those  whom  it  deems  erroneously 
excluded,  public  life  must  always  be  embraced  with  the  risk  at  any 
moment  of  an  arbitrary  exile,  such  as  no  other  career  involves. 
It  cannot,  therefore,  be  embraced  by  men  whom  prudence  governs, 
and  whom  the  State  would  most  desire  to  draw  into  its  service.  In 
effect  it  is  confined  to  the  few  whose  property  or  family  insure  a 
permanent  connexion  with  a  county  or  a  borough;  and  at  every 
change  in  the  Reform  Act  these  few  are  likely  to  become  fewer. 

I3thly,  Because,  apart  from  the  public  wrong  these  vacant  seats 
might  have  been  devoted  to  removing,  a  Bill  which  increases  the 
number  of  the  county  at  the  expense  of  the  borough  members, 
and  forms  constituencies  open  to  none  but  persons  locally  connected 
with  them,  in  place  of  constituencies  at  which  all  public  men  might 
equally  be  candidates,  appears  retrogade  in  character,  and  ought 
not  to  have  been  passed  without  a  greater  show  of  a^gpument  to 
vindicate  it. 

I4thly,  Because  the  gift  of  two  seats  to  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  not  to  come  into  use  until  a  dissolution,  is  an  uncalled- 
for  sacrifice  of  the  deliberative  freedom  which  might  have  otherwise 


464  PROTESTS.  a.d.  i865, 

employed  ihem,  and  is  no  present  gain  to  the  looality  it  &Toai6. 
The  right  of  Parliament  to  deal  with  these  two  seats  without 
fruit  to  any  interest  or  place  or  party  is  abandoned ;  and  neither 
precedent  nor  policy  imposed  upon  the  Legislature  the  duly  of 
appropriating  the  four  seats  in  one  measure,  becoming  vacant,  as 
they  did,  at  different  times,  and  under  different  Acts  of  Par- 
liament. 

William  IHderic  Campbell,  Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell. 


DCCCCI. 

May  8,  1865. 

By  the  law  of  England,  no  railway  company  was  liable  to  be  declared 
bankrupt,  and  by  the  same  law  no  shareholder  was  liable  to  more  than 
the  amount  unpaid  on  his  shares.  But  under  the  construction  of  20  and 
a  I  Victoria,  cap.  60,  it  appeared  that  Jnsh  railways  were  liable  to  boUi 
contingencies.  In  order  to  obviate  this  risk,  a  Bill  under  the  sanction  of 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown  was  brought  into  the  Commons  and  passed. 
When  the  Bill  reached  the  Lords  it  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
which  struck  out  a  part  of  the  second  clause,  declaring  the  limited  liability 
of  shareholders,  on  ^e  ground  that  such  a  relief  was  retrospective.  The 
Commons  declined  to  agree  with  the  amendment^  and  reinserted  the 
clause.  When  the  Bill  came  back  to  the  Lords,  the  motion  not  to 
insist  on  the  amendment  to  which  the  Commons  disagree  was  carried  by 
43  ^  33i  ^^d  the  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  the  effect  of  the  Bill  without  the  amendments  introduced 
by  this  House  is  to  deprive  persons  who  have  instituted  legal 
proceedings  for  the  purpose  of  asserting  their  rights  of  the  benefit 
of  the  remedies  to  which  they  were  entitled. 

Robert  Mousey  Rolfe,  Lord  Cranworth. 

Somerset  Henry  Lowry  Corry,  Earl  of  Belmore. 

Bichard  John  Hely  Hutchinson,  Lord  Hatohinson  (Earl  of 

Donoughn\ore). 
Frederic  Thesiger,  Lord  Chelmsford. 


DCCCCII. 

May  2,  1865. 

A  Bill,  subsequently  28  and  29  Victoria,  cap.  48,  for  the  purpose  of 
building  courts  of  justice,  designed  by  cap.  49  to  occupy  a  site  on  the 
north  side  of  the  Strand,  came  into  Committee  on  this  day  in  the  Lords. 
Lord  Bedesdale  proposed  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
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for  reasons  which  will  be  found  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  dxxriii, 
p.  1308.  His  motion  was  lost  by  55  to  32,  and  the  following  protest 
was  inserted. 

ist^  Because  although  the  provision  made  for  the  cost  of  the 
site  and  of  the  buildings  is  limited  to  if  1,500,000,  there  is  no 
information  given  to  the  House  which  affords  any  assurance  that 
this  calculation  has  been  made  on  any  reliable  estimates. 

2ndly,  Because,  the  proposed  site  is  unsuited  for  the  architectural 
effect  of  a  building  which^  on  account  of  the  purposes  to  which  it  is 
to  be  applied,  and  the  expenditure  to  be  lavished  upon  it,  ought  to 
be  of  gr^t  magnificence,  on  account  of  the  fall  of  ground  from 
North  to  South  being  so  considerable  that  on  two  sides  uniformity 
of  elevation  cannot  be  preserved,  while  the  frontage  as  at  present 
proposed  will  be  on  the  East,  opposite  to  mean  houses  in  Bell  Yard, 
and  on  the  North  to  wretched  buildings  in  Yeates  and  Horseshoe 
Courts,  and  the  back  of  Lincoln's  Inn  in  Carey  Street. 

3rdly,  Because  the  above  statement  as  to  the  boundaries  of  the 
site  now  to  be  acquired  at  the  enormous  cost  of  from  jf  700,000  to 
^750,000,  and  the  want  of  all  decent  approaches  to  it  from  any 
quarter  but  the  Strand,  which  is  already  one  of  the  most  over-* 
crowded  thoroughfares  in  the  Metropolis,  must  satisfy  all  who 
give  any  attention  to  the  subject  that  much  more  property  must 
be  purchased,  and  a  &r  larger  expenditure  incurred  than  that 
already  provided  for. 

4thly,  Because  these  taciB  prove  that  the  site  is  in  many  respects 
an  unsuitable  one,  while  it  is  notorious  that  others  can  be  procured 
affording  excellent  general  accommodation  at  less  than  half  the 
cost,  and  free  from  all  the  above-mentioned  objections. 

5th]y,  Because  it  is  proposed  to  tax  the  suitors  in  certain  Courts 
in  order  to  raise  part  of  the  money  required ;  whereas  if  any  is  to 
be  obtained  from  those  using  the  new  Courts  it  would  be  &r  more 
properly  supplied  by  a  percentage  levied  on  solicitors'  bills,  counsels' 
fees,  and  judges^  salaries,  these  being  the  persons  for  whose  proposed 
conv^ence  this  extravagant  outlay  is  most  particularly  demanded, 
while  the  necessity  for  any  such  charge  would  be  avoided  by  a 
reduction  in  the  expense  of  the  work  consequent  on  the  selection  of 
a  cheaper  site. 

6thly,  Because  it  appears  to  me  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  House 
iD  inquire  into  these  matters,  and  to  be  satisfied  as  to  the  probable 
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cost  of  the  proposed  Courts,  and  of  any  new  approaches  to  the  same 
which  may  be  necessary  in  connexion  therewith,  before  it  sanctions 
a  scheme  which  calls  for  so  large  and  so  uncertain  an  expenditure. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdala 


DCCCCIII,  DCCCCIV. 

Mat  8,  1865. 

The  following  protests,  entered  against  the  passing  of  the  Ck>art8  of 
Justice  Concentration  (Site)  Bill,  which  was  read  a  third  time  on  this 
day,  explain  themselv^.  The  debate  is  in  Hansard,  Third  Series, 
vol.  clxxvii,  p.  1584.  Lord  Redesdale's  motion  was  to  leave  out  the 
words  'Bridges  over  or'  in  the  fourteenth  clause  of  the  Act  a 8  and  29 
Victoria,  cap.  49. 

1st,  Because  it  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  provide  fit  Courts 
for  the  administration  of  justice,  whilst  the  Bills  just  passed  provide 
the  principal  means  of  erecting  the  new  Courts  out  of  the  Suitors 
Fund  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  and  by  taxation  of  the  Common 
Law  suitors.  Taxation  ought  never  to  be  imposed  for  that  purpose. 
As  to  the  Equity  Fund,  the  first  Bill  directly  takes  one  million  stock 
for  the  scheme,  and  subsequently  takes  indirectly  about  half  a 
million  more  by  authorising  the  Lord  Chancellor  out  of  that  fund 
to  purchase  or  redeem  certain  compensations  which  are  charged 
on  the  Funds,  and  by  assigning  to  the  Consolidated  Fund  the  value 
of  the  late  Masters'  offices  which  are  held  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  as 
a  trustee  for  the  Suitors  Fund,  although  the  section  (22)  which 
transfers  the  property  from  the  Suitors  to  the  Consolidated  Fond 
contains  no  statement  of  such  an  intention. 

2ndly,  Because  no  portion  of  the  Suitors  Fund  can  be  appro- 
priated by  Parliament  for  any  other  object  than  the  benefit  of  the 
suitors  in  equity,  without  a  violation  of  the  rights  of  property,  and 
indirectly  repealing  divers  Acts  of  Parliament,  to  which  no  refe- 
rence is  made  in  the  Bills.  The  funds  in  question  have  arisen 
&om  monies  belonging  to  the  suitors  in  Chancery,  which  were  paid 
into  Court  from  time  to  time  without  any  direction  to  invest  them, 
and  the  Court,  with  the  aid  of  Parliament,  which  was  required  only 
because  the  consent  of  all  the  owners  of  the  monies  could  not  be 
obtained,  invested  them,  and  the  dividends,  with  fees  of  Court,  form 
the  fund  in  question.     Until  now,  the  Government  never  ventured 
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to  treat  it  as  a  public  fund,  or  to  appropriate  it  to  purposes  not 
connected  with  the  ease  and  benefit  of  the  suitors.  In  the  many 
Acts  of  Parliament  relating  to  the  fund^  not  a  syllable  can  be  found 
to  sanction  Parliament  in  treating  this  as  a  public  Amd.  The 
principal  belonged  to  the  suitors ;  to  whom  but  them  should  the 
produce  of  it  belong  ?  The  Coart  of  Chancery  held  it  as  a  fund 
dedicated  to  the  purposes  of  the  suitors  as  a  class.  From  the  12th 
of  George  II  to  the  15th  and  i6th  of  the  Queen,  a  period  of  more 
than  a  century^  some  ten  or  twelve  Acts  of  Parliament  recognise 
the  fund  as  belonging  to  the  suitors;  the  sums  not  expended  for 
purposes,  required  for  the  ease  and  benefit  of  the  suitors  were 
carried  to  accounts  in  the  name  of  the  Accountant-General  for 
the  benefit  and  better  security  of  the  suitors  in  Chancery.  It 
is  not  disputed  that  the  fund^  if  required^  is  liable  to  the  suitors 
as  a  class;  and  indeed,  their  right  is  fully  admitted  by  the  pro- 
vision in  the  Building  Act  for  providing  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  the  means  of  any  insufficiency  of  the  cash  of  the  suitors  to 
satisfy  their  demands,  but  this  provision  is  improperly  confined  to 
the  million  of  stock  directly  appropriated  by  the  Bill.  The 
Chancery  Commissioners,  in  their  Report,  state  that  it  is  true 
that  in  times  past  this  fund  has  been  exclusively  employed  for 
the  benefit  of  the  suitors  in  Chancery,  but  this  may  have  been 
because  the  exigency  of  the  moment  rendered  such  an  application 
thereof  necessary  or  expedient.  Circumstances,  however,  have 
now  changed,  new  and  varied  exigencies  have  arisen,  and  the 
wants  of  the  present  day  urgently  call  for  a  different  application  t 
This  statement  may  be  left  without  a  comment. 

3rdly,  Because,  as  already  stated,  there  is  no  foundation  for  the 
claim  of  the  Government  to  treat  the  fund  as  public  property. 
The  statement  in  the  Building  Bill  is  that  the  fund  stands  to 
the  credit  of  'an  account  of  securities  purchased  with  surplus 
interest  arising  from  securities  carried  to  an  account  of  monies 
placed  out  for  the  benefit  and  better  security  of  the  suitors  of 
the  High  Court  of  Chancery,'  which  admission  seems  conclusive 
against  the  right  of  the  public ;  but  the  Bill  adds,  '  which  has 
arisen  from  the  profit  of  investments  made  under  the  authority 
of  Parliament  at  the  risk  of  the  public  of  unemployed  cash 
balances  paid  into  Court  on  account  of  individual  suitors.'  This 
is  the  first  time  since  the  institution  of  the  fund  that  it  has  been 
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pretended  that  the  investments  were  at  the  risk  of  the  pnbtic,  and 
therefore  giving  to  the  public  a  right  to  the  fand.  For  this  state- 
ment there  is  not  the  slightest  foundation.  Not  the  public 
indemnity,  bat  the  ease  or  the  benefit  and  secnrity  of  the  suitors, 
are  the  objects  declared  in  every  Act  of  Parliament.  The  public 
incurred  no  risk,  and  therefore  is  not  entitled  to  the  benefits 
claimed.  It  is  truly  said  that  no  individual  suitor  is  entitled  to 
the  Amd,  but  it  does  not  follow  that  the  suitors  as  a  class  are 
not  entitled  to  it.  All  the  applications  of  the  fund  for  the  hst 
century  and  a  half  prove  this,  for  they  were  all  for  the  benefit 
of  them  as  a  class.  The  ownership  of  the  fund  is  strikingly 
exemplified  by  the  great  settlement  in  185^  (15  and  16  Victoria, 
cap.  87),  followed  by  the  Act  of  1853  (16  and  17  Victoria,  cap.  98), 
of  which  latter  Act  the  Chancery  Commissioners  do  not  appear  to 
have  been  aware.  These  Acts  made  all  the  funds  in  question  at 
once  applicable  to  the  relief  and  benefit  of  the  suitor,  and  the 
unclaimed  Funds  were  added  to  the  others,  although  subject  to 
be  made  good  if  claimed  hereafter ;  and  now  the  present  measure, 
without  referring  to  this  important,  and  as  I  thought,  final  set- 
tlement, repeals  and  destroys  it.  In  1 85a,  so  &r  was  Parliamoit 
from  claiming  the  fund  as  public  property^  that  it  relieved  it  from 
charges  to  the  amount  of  j^9,ooo  a  year,  which  had  been  imposed 
upon  it  by  Parliament  for  the  salaries  of  some  of  the  equity  judges. 
This  was  done  on  the  ground  stated,  *  that  it  was  expedient  that 
the  salaries  of  all  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Chancery  should  be 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund^  instead  of  out  of  the  interest  of 
the  securities  purchased  with  the  cash  of  the  suitors.'  This  relieved 
the  fund  for  the  benefit  of  the  suitors,  and  was  a  just  and  proper 
provision^  but  utterly  inconsistent  with  the  claim  now  set  up  in  the 
name  of  the  public,  for  if  the  Suitors  Fund  did  belong  to  the 
public  it  might  properly  be  applied  to  the  payments  from  which 
it  was  relieved,  or,  indeed,  be  expended  on  the  Thames  Embank- 
ment, or  any  other  public  work.  The  analogy  attempted  to  be  set 
up  that  the  Court  of  Chancery  is  a  banker,  and  therefore  is  entitled 
to  the  profit,  will  not  bear  examination,  and  if  it  could,  still  the 
profit  would  belong  to  the  Court,  and  the  Court,  with  the  aid  of 
the  Accountant-Qeneral,  is  the  guardian  and  not  the  owner  of  the 
property,  to  which  the  public  can  have  no  claim.  The  Lord 
Chancellor,  if  a   trustee,  without  authority  invested   the   trust 
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money  and  made  a  profit  of  it,  would  be  bound  to  compel  bim 
to  pay  it  to  the  owners  of  tbe  capital,  although  they  had  given 
no  directions  for  its  investment,  with  costs.  All  the  risk  would 
&11  on  the  trustee ;  all  the  benefit  would  accrue  to  his  cestui  que 
trust.  This  will  be  a  painful  rule  to  follow,  now  that  the  Court 
itself  holds  the  interest  of  the  fund  belonging  to  the  suitors,  which 
was  invested  without  their  consent,  not  to  belong  to  them  as  a 
class.  Those  who  rely  upon  the  fact  that  no  individual  suitor 
can  claim  the  fund,  and  deny  the  right  of  the  suitiors  as  a  class, 
yet  maintain  the  right  of  the  public,  that  is  the  nation,  to  the 
fund.  Has  any  individual  citizen  any  claim  to  any  portion 
of  it? 

4thly,  Because,  although  no  objection  could  be  made  to  the 
erection  of  new  Courts  of  Justice  for  the  Equity  Judges,  if 
necessary,  at  the  expense  of  the  Suitors  Fund,  yet  no  such 
necessity  exists  beyond  a  very  limited  application  of  that  fund. 
There  are  six  Equity  Courts:— (i)  the  Lord  Chancellor's;  (a)  the 
Lords  Justices' ;  (3)  the  senior  Vice-Chancellor's ;  (4)  and  (5)  the 
two  Courts  of  the  other  Vice-Chancellors ;  and  (6)  the  Rolls  Court ; 
the  first  five  Courts  are  all  in  Lincoln's  Inn.  The  first  three  of 
them  are  good  Courts,  and  require  none  others  to  be  substituted 
for  them ;  the  other  two  are  unfit  for  Courts  of  Justice,  and  would 
long  since  have  been  replaced  by  new  and  good  ones,  if  the  present 
scheme  had  not  been  introduced;  Lincoln's  Inn  was  prepared  to 
expend  ^100,000  on  new  Courts,  and  to  require  from  the  Suitors 
Fund  only  .^4,000  a  year,  including  the  present  payments  from 
that  fund  to  the  Inn,  and  a  plan  was  made  and  laid  with  a  Bill  for 
effectuating  that  object  before  this  House  j  it  is  therefore  wholly 
unnecessary  to  build  on  the  proposed  site  any  new  Courts  for  the 
Equity  Judges.  In  Lincoln's  Inn  the  Courts  have  long  been 
established.  The  suitors,  the  bar,  and  the  solicitors  have  the  benefit 
of  the  garden  and  the  open  g^rounds.  K  left  where  they  are  they 
would  not  interfere  with  the  proposed  concentration  of  the  Courts, 
for  the  Common  Law  Courts  would  be  concentrated  on  the  site 
proposed,  and  the  Courts  of  Equity  would  be  within  a  few  yards  of 
them.  The  Rolls  Court  is  a  fine  and  excellent  Court.  The  Master 
of  the  Rolls  objects  to  be  removed ;  more  especially  as  the  great 
Record  Court  of  which  he  is  the  head  is  connected  with  his  Court, 
and  he  has  constant  occasion  to  resort  to  it.    There  is  no  reason 
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why  his  Court  should  be  removed.  The  distance  between  it  and 
the  proposed  Courts  is  too  trifling  to  form  a  reason  for  the  removal. 
Nevertheless,  all  these  Courts  are  to  be  removed  at  the  expense  of 
the  Suitors  Fund.  Concentration  after  all  will  not  be  effected. 
The  Nisi  Prius  Courts  are  left  at  Guildhall,  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy in  Basinghall  Street,  the  Central  Criminal  Court  in  the  Old 
Bailey,  the  Land  Transfer  Court,  the  Charity  Commissioners,  and 
the  Inclosure  Commissioners  are  to  remain  where  they  are,  and 
some  of  them  at  a  great  expense  to  the  public.  The  still*  more 
important  Courts  of  Appeal  in  this  House  and  in  the  Privy 
Council  Court  are,  of  course,  left  undisturbed.  Two  Courts  are 
to  be  removed;  one,  the  Lunacy  Commissioners  Court,  which 
ought  not  to  be  taken  into  the  turmoil  of  all  the  Courts,  and  the 
other,  the  Divorce  Court,  which  for  obvious  reasons  should  be  kept 
as  &r  as  possible  from  the  seat  of  the  other  Courts.  The  suitor  will 
be  astonished  to  find  how  little  benefit  the  concentration  will  afford 
him ;  an  injury,  in  all  probability  it  will  inflict  on  him ;  for  at 
present  the  Equity  Bar  confine  themselves  as  much  as  may  be  to 
one  Court,  but  when  their  Courts  are  all  under  one  roof,  the  suitor 
may  have  to  regret  the  absence  of  his  leading  counsel,  or  of  his 
junior,  when  he  requires  the  services  of  both. 

5thly,  Because  the  Bills  will  take  one  million  and  a  half  of  stock 
from  the  Equity  Suitors  Fund  for  the  purpose  of  building  new  Law 
Courts  and  unnecessarily  rebuilding  Equity  Courts,  thus  depriving 
the  suitors  of  <^40,ocx>  or  «9£'5o,ooo  a  year  revenue,  and  thus 
stopping  the  future  relief  of  suitors  in  equity  from  fees  of  Court 
which  ought  to  be  reduced.  The  Commissioners  appointed  to 
inquire  into  this  subject,  in  their  Report  of  July  i86a,  were  of 
opinion  that  if  the  Suitors  Fund  was  taken,  the  Consolidated  Fund 
should  provide  ^40,000  a  year  to  furnish  the  suitors  with  funds 
to  meet  their  claims — a  Parliamentary  indemnity.  But  so  far 
from  this  being  adopted  in  the  Government  Bills,  they  first  take 
one  million  of  stock,  which  reduces  the  income  of  the  Suitors  Fund 
some  ,^40,000  a  year,  and  then  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  to  draw 
upon  the  fund  for  another  ^400,000  or  .^500,000  stock  in  order 
to  relieve  the  fund  from  the  compensations  to  which  it  is  liable,  or 
in  other  words  to  supply  the  annual  revenue  of  which  the  appro- 
priation of  the  one  million  will  deprive  it.  If  the  suitors  had  still 
their  funds  in  their  own  possession  the  repurchase  or  redemption  of 
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the  compensations  charged  on  them  might  be  a  legitimate  trans- 
action. But  one  million  of  their  stock  is  first  taken  from  them 
absolutely  freed  from  the  charges  which  affect  all  the  suitors  funds. 
Kthe  remainder  of  the  funds  taken  under  section  16  were  left  to 
the  suitors  they  would  be  able  to  pay  off  the  compositions  till  they 
fell  in  by  the  deaths  of  the  annuitants,  and  when  and  as  they  died 
the  fund  itself  would  remain  for  the  suitor's  benefit  clear  of  charge. 
The  scheme  is  to  take  a  million  of  the  capital,  and  then^  foreseeing 
that  the  interest  would  be  required  to  meet  the  claims  upon  it, 
nearly  half  a  million  more  of  capital  is  taken  to  clear  the  million  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government  from  its  liabilities,  and  thus  the 
suitors  are  stripped  of  all  their  funds. 

The  charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  as  an  indemnity  is  a  poor 
security.  Instead  of  having  their  own  funds  in  the  hands  of  their 
own  officers  to  answer  their  demands,  they  must  resort  to  the 
Treasury  as  claimants  on  the  public  funds,  and,  of  course,  the  relief 
from  Court  fees  and  other  benefits  from  the  fund  are  at  an  end. 
The  injustice  to  the  suitors  in  equity  is  further  shown.  There  is 
a  sum  of  j^88,a54  5*.  in  the  power  of  the  Government,  and  of 
which  they  receive  the  dividends,  which  arose  from  fees  in  the 
Common  Law  Courts.  Now,  the  Commissioners  in  their  Report 
state,  '  that  this  Common  Law  Fund  is  wholly  free  and  unappro- 
priated, and  there  cannot  be  a  more  legitimate  application  of  it 
than  towards  the  completion  of  a  scheme  from  which  the  suitors 
at  Common  Law  will  derive  the  most  essential  advantage.  Yet  the 
Government  retain  this  large  sum  as  public  money,  and  take,  of 
coarse,  the  like  sum  from  the  Equity  Suitors  Fund,  to  build  Courts 
for  the  Common  Law  suitors.  Besides  which,  they  indirectly  take 
from  the  suitors  the  value  of  the  Masters'  offices,  which  is  strictly 
and  clearly  their  property,  and  of  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  a 
trustee  for  them. 

6thly,  Because  the  funds  of  the  suitors  in  Equity  cannot  bear 
the  reduction  of  a  million  and  a  half  of  their  stock.  Upon  the 
great  settlement  of  1852  fees  in  Equity  were  remitted,  which, 
within  a  few  years,  it  is  proved  would  have  amounted  to  i^40,ocx>. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  is  bound  to  further  relieve  them  if  the  funds 
be  not  taken  away ;  they  still  pay  8  per  cent.  The  accumulation 
was  stopped  in  1852,  and  the  interest  of  the  Suitors  Fund  was 
carried  to  the  Fee  Fund,  and  it  appeared  in  i860  that  this  arrange- 
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ment  bad  saved  the  suitors  <^55i,978.  At  times  the  whole  iiicome 
is  nearly  exhausted  in  payments.  The  income  is  subject  to  fluctua- 
tions, i^^iy^oo  to  <i€'i,5oo  a  year  was  cut  off  by  a  decision  as  to 
receivers ;  and  in  i860,  £6000  a  year  charge  had  been  added  since 
1858.  Whilst  Lord  Cran worth  was  Chancellor,  he  bad  to  order 
the  sale  of  .1^300,000  to  meet  the  suitors'  demands. 

The  payments  into  Court  cannot  be  depended  upon.  The  power 
in  one  of  the  Bills^  for  which  I  am  responsible,  to  executors  to 
adminiBter  with  safety  the  assets  without  filing  a  BiU  and  paying 
the  money  into  Courts  was  followed  next  year  by  the  amount  paid 
into  Court  being  j^'doOjOOO  less  than  the  previous  year.  Immense 
sums  are  paid  in  by  railway  companies,  which  must  soon  cease. 
Payments  into  Court  of  trust  monies  will,  no  doubt,  be  reduced 
in  number  when  it  is  understood  that  the  (Government  claim  for 
the  public  a  right  to  the  fund  which  is  still  described  as  placed  out 
for  the  benefit  and  security  of  the  suitors. 

Under  the  Commission  before  referred  to^  Mr.  Johnson,  the 
solicitor  to  the  Suitors  Fund,  was  examined  at  great  lengthy  and 
he  showed  clearly  the  impolicy  of  touching  the  fund,  but  to  this 
important  evidence  no  attention  has  been  paid.  Vice-chancellor 
Stuart  had  a  very  strong  impression  that  drawing  upon  the  Suitors 
Fund  for  an  enormous  scheme  of  that  kind,  including  the  Courts  of 
Law  and  Equity,  would  involve  considerations  of  injustice  that 
required  a  profound  deliberation.  Lord  Justice  Turner,  in  an 
elaborate  statement,  objected  to  the  fund  being  taken;  he  held 
that  the  fund  bielonged  to  the  suitors  by  original  right,  and  that 
it  was  besides  appropriated  by  Parliament  to  the  purposes  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery ;  and  he  said  that  every  appropriation  of  it  by 
Parliament  had  been  for  the  benefit  of  the  suitors,  and  for  th^ 
benefit  only,  and  he  did  not  think  that  it  could,  consistently  with 
moral  justice,  be  applied  for  other  purposes  than  for  the  benefit  of 
the  suitors ;  he  treated  the  notion  that  the  Court  was  to  be  con- 
sidered as  a  banker  as  a  mistake,  and  he  agreed  with  me  that  the 
Court  was  a  trustee  of  the  fund,  and  the  suitor  was  the  cestui  que 
trust.  He  was  of  opinion  that  if  Parliament  did  take  the  fund,  not 
merely  a  guarantee  but  an  actual  revenue  should  be  paid  by  the 
Exchequer  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  equal  to  the  interest  of  the  fund 
taken  from  the  suitors.  The  Master  of  the  RoUs  thought  it  very 
objectionable  to  touch  any  part  of  the  Suitors  Fund  for  the  building   • 
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of  Courts  of  Jnstioe,  and  he  stated  that  a  former  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  who  wished  to  take  the  ixind  for  public  purposes  under 
a  guarantee  firom  the  public  admitted  that  it  could  not  fairly  be  so 
taken  after  its  origin  had  been  explained  to  him  by  the  Accountant- 
General.  Vice-Chancellor  Wood,  one  of  the  Commissioners,  dis- 
sented from  the  Beport,  as  far  as  it  related  to  the  appropriation  of 
the  Suitors  Fund,  giving  elaborate  reasons  in  a  separate  form 
for  his  dissent;  he  agreed  with  Lord  Justice  Turner  and  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  that  the  first  step  towards  the  appropriation 
of  the  Suitors  Fund  to  purposes  unconnected  with  the  business  of 
the  suitors  would  be  erroneous  and  unjust;  and  he  thought  it 
wrong  on  the  general  principles  of  political  expediency.  He  held 
that  the  fees  should  be  reduced  with  the  funds,  which  the  appro- 
priation to  the  buildings  would  prevent ;  and,  in  &ct,  you  would 
levy  fees  on  a  Chancery  suitor  in  order  to  ease  Common  Law  suitors 
in  the  expense  of  their  litigation. 

7thly,  Because  the  scheme  will  displace  4,175  persons,  of  whom 
3,082  are  of  the  labouring  class,  including  children.  Many  of  them 
are  described  as  of  filthy  habits,  and  it  is  proved  that  in  some  parts 
fever  is  never  absent.  The  houses,  warehouses,  &c.,  occupied  by 
this  population  are  about  four  hundred.  Now,  mach  credit  is 
taken  for  clearing  away  this  crowd  of  people.  Where  are  they 
to  go?  Government  has  made  no  provision  for  their  future  resi- 
dence. Nobody  pretends  to  know  where  they  are  to  be  located. 
We  know  that,  go  where  they  may,  they  will  assist  to  further 
crowd  some  place  already  too  full.  Doubtless  their  filthy  habits 
will  accompany  them,  and  the  fever  stricken,  the  never-failing 
fever,  will  be  carried  to  other  localities,  to  add  misery  and  sick- 
ness to  their  inmates.  Every  one  must  desire  to  limit  these  evils 
as  much  as  may  be.  Now,  the  unnecessary  removals  for  the  new 
Courts  for  the  Equity  Judges  will  add  greatly  to  these  evils,  which 
ought  to  have  much  weight  in  the  consideration  of  the  subject,  if 
we  are  in  earnest  in  the  sympathy  which  we  so  often  express  for 
the  labouring  man,  who  is  driven  from  his  home  by  public 
improvements. 

Sthly,  Because  no  plan  of  the  new  Courts  has  been  matured, 
and  therefore  no  estimate  of  the  expense  can  be  relied  on.  Every- 
thing is  left  to  be  done,  and  doubtless  the  expense  will  far  exceed 
the  sums  provided.    The  accesses  to  the  Courts  will  cost  a  large 
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additional  sum,  for  which  no  provision  has  been  made.  When  it 
was  proposed  to  build  the  Courts  in  the  centre  of  Lincohi's  Inn 
Fields,  Sir  Charles  Barry,  then  Mr.  Barry,  in  answer  to  a  question 
from  me  in  a  Conmiittee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  could  not  say 
that  to  open  accesses  from  the  two  turnstiles,  Duke  Street,  and 
Clare  Market,  all  of  which  would  be  required,  would  not  cost  a 
million  of  money.  Five  years  are  allowed  for  the  purchases  of  the 
site,  and  it  is  not  probable  that  the  building's  will  be  erected  in 
less  than  twice  that  period,  during  which,  no  doubt,  after  the 
Suitors  Fund  is  exhausted,  large  calls  will  be  made  upon  the 
public  funds  before  justice  can  be  administered  in  the  new  Courts, 
and  during  all  which  time  the  suitors  in  Chancery  will  have  to 
pay  fees  which  ought  to  be  abolished,  and  to  put  up  with  the  two 
Courts  of  the  junior  Vice-Chancellors,  so  much  complained  of^ 
without  deriving  the  slightest  benefit  from  the  proposed  conoen- 
trat^n  of  the  Courts. 

Edward  Bortenshaw  Sugden,  Lord  St.  Leonard's. 

1st,  Because  these  words  are  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
sanctioning  the  erection  of  a  bridge  across  the  Strand  to  remedy 
the  inconvenience  (inseparable  from  the  proposed  site)  arising  from 
one  of  the  most  crowded  thoroughfEures  in  the  Metropolis  being 
between  the  Temple  and  the  new  Courts. 

i^ndly.  Because  such  a  bridge  in  connexion  with  the  new 
buildings  must  be  a  most  unsightly  object  if  carried  across  the 
Street  in  one  span,  and  hardly  less  so  if  in  any  other  manner,  and 
will  in  the  latter  case  perpetuate  and  perhaps  add  to  the  present 
Temple  Bar  obstruction,  and  the  demand  for  which  is  as  discredit- 
able to  the  taste  of  the  Templars  as  it  will  be  to  that  of  any 
authority  which  may  hereafter  permit  it  to  be  erected. 
John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

DCCCCV. 

Juke  1,  1865. 

By  28  and  29  Victoria,  cap.  120,  a  number  of  enactments  bearing 
upon  clerical  subscription  were  abrogated,  in  whole  or  part,  such  Acts 
ranging  from  28  Henry  VIII,  cap.  15  (Irish)  to  i  and  2  Victoria,  c^. 
106.  It  appears  that  the  Bill  had  the  approval  of  the  clergy  of  the  two 
English  Convocations — Lord  Granville  carefully  disclaimed  the  word 
'concurrence' — but  no  such  expression  of  opinion  had  been  elicited  from 
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the  Irish  provinoes.  The  Archbishop  of  Dublin  therefore,  on  the  29th 
of  May,  moved  to  postpone  the  measure,  pending  the  summons  of  the 
Irish  Gonyocation.  After  a  debate  (see  Hansard,  Tbird  Series,  vol.  clxxix, 
p.  959  sqq.)  the  motion  was  withdrawn.  The  Bill  was  passed  on  the 
ist  of  June,  and  the  following  protest  entered. 

1st,  Because  that  while  agreeing  that  it  is  expedient  to  simplify 
and  assimilate  the  laws  of  clerical  subscription  in  all  the  provinces 
of  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  and  while  acqui- 
escing in  the  general  reasonableness  of  the  recommendations  made 
in  the  report  of  the  Hoyal  Commissioners  upon  which  this  Bill  is 
founded,  we  deem  it  inconsistent  with  the  ancient  customs  of  this 
Church  and  Eealm  that  in  a  spiritual  matter  so  nearly  affecting 
the  whole  body  of  the  clergy,  canons  enacted  with  the  assent  of  the 
Crown  by  the  bishops  and  clergy  synodically  assembled  should  be 
altered  or  annuUed  without  a  royal  licence  previously  given  to  them 
to  reconsider  and  alter  those  canons. 

«  2ndly,  Because  the  course  taken  in  the  bringing  in  an<l  passing 
this  Bill,  which  alters,  without  the  concurrence  of  all  the  bishops 
and  clergy  of  the  Church  in  England  and  Ireland  synodically  as- 
sembled^ canons  of  the  Church  respecting  clerical  subscription  as  a 
condition  of  admission  into  Holy  Orders^  is  regarded  by  us  as  not 
only  without  adequate  precedent,  but  without  sufficient  ground  of 
general  expediency. 

3rdl7,  Because  we  think  that  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  English,  but  without  the  concurrence  of  the 
Irish  bishops  and  dergy  synodicaUy  convened,  may  appear  preju- 
dicial  to  their  undoubted  right  to  a  full  participation  in  the  com- 
mon privileges  of  the  splHtuality  of  the  United  Churchy  a  right 
declared  by  the  Parliaments  of  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland  to  be 
an  essential  and  fundamental  part  of  the  union  of  those  kingdoms. 

Richard  Chevenix  Trench,  Archbishop  of  Dublin. 
William  Fitzgerald,  Bishop  of  Killaloe,  ftc. 
Hamilton  Yerschoyle,  Bishop  of  Eilmore. 

DCCCCVI. 

April  16,  1866. 

The  Parliamentary  Oaths  Amendment  Bill,  29  and  30  Victoria,  cap.  19, 
simplified  the  oaths  taken  by  Members  of  Parliament,  and  repealed  or 
modified  several  statutes  from  30  Charles  II,  stat.  2,  cap.  i,  to  23  and  24 
Victoria,  cap.  63,  the  Act  of  Jewish  Emancipation.    It  also  repealed,  in 
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part,  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act,  as  far  as  r^arded  the  oath  taken 
by  Members  of  either  House.  The  following  protest  was  entered  at  the 
second  reading,  which  was  carried  without  a  diTision.  The  debate  is  in 
Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  clxxxii,  p.  1322.  Permission  was  given  Lord 
Grinstead  to  sign  on  the  19th  of  April. 

1st,  Because  in  my  view  '  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill '  has  the 
aspect  in  the  hands  of  her  Majesty's  Ministers  of  being  the  result 
of  a  demand  on  the  part  of  some  one  or  more  of  the  Irish  Roman 
Catholic  Members  of  Parliament  for  a  concession  to  be  made  to 
them  of  one  of  the  bulwarks  of  the  Protestant  constitution  and  to 
the  spirit  of  the  papacy. 

sndly,  Because  the  Roman  Catholic  body  in  and  previous  to 
18^9  were  parties,  through  their  sponsors,  to  the  contract  involved 
in  the  present  oath,  and  the  sacred  cause  of  morality  is  now  vio- 
lated before  the  country  by  the  conspiracy  at  work  to  over- 
throw it. 

3rdly,  Because  no  reason  whatever  has  been  advanced  by  the 
Government  for  this  extraordinary  step.  The  suggestion  that  the 
oath  is  offensive  to  Roman  Catholic  ears  is  not  worthy  of  attention, 
in  comparison  with  the  fact  that  this  Bill  removes  the  security 
from  the  Crown,  Government,  and  Constitution  of  the  country  in- 
volved in  the  sworn  protest  of  one  thousand  Protestant  Members  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  against  the  Papal  supremacy^  at  a  time 
when  it  is  boldly  asserted  and  maintained  by  the  Papal  party 
throughout  the  kingdom.  The  entire  Protestant  institutions  of 
the  empire,  including  the  Protestantism  of  the  Throne  itself, 
might  be  thus  alleged  as  a  grievance,  to  be  redressed  on  a  similar 
principle. 

4thly^  Because,  that  in  the  new  oath  there  are  very  serious  omis- 
sions, such  as  that  of  binding  all  Members  of  Parliament  to  disclose 
traitorous  conspiracies  against  the  Sovereign,  and  withdrawing  the 
protection  from  the  Throne  involved  in  the  words  'to  defend'  it; 
omissions  which  at  a  time  when  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  is  sus- 
pended in  one  portion  of  her  Majesty^s  dominions  in  consequence 
of  a  wide-spread  conspiracy  are  calculated  to  promote  an  anti- 
monarchical  spirit,  and  encourage  a  seditious  feeling,  especially  in 
that  country. 

5thly,  Because  my  objection  to  the  present  Bill  is  strength^ed 
by  the  intention  it  evidently  indicates  on  the  part  of  her  Majesty's 
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Goyemment  to  make  further  concessions  to  the  anti-British  spirit 
of  the  Papacy  and  its  aggressions. 

George  Thomas  John  Nugent,  Marquis  of  Westmeath. 
William   Willoughby   Cole,    Lord   Grinatead   (Earl  of  Ennis- 
killen). 

DCCCCVII. 

Maech  1,  1867. 

Among  the  measures  of  the  Oovemment  this  year  was  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Scotch  law  of  Hypothek.  The  Bill  was  read  first  on  the  14th  of 
February,  and  a  second  time  on  the  ist  of  March.  On  the  14th  of 
March  it  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  who  reported  on  the  i8th 
of  March.  It  went  through  the  Commons  without  a  division,  and  re- 
oeived  the  royal  assent  on  the  15th  of  July.  (30  and  31  Victoria,  cap. 
42.)  On  the  second  reading  in  th^  Lords,  the  Lord  Chancellor  (Chelms- 
ford) gave  an  account  of  the  Scotch  law  of  landlord  and  tenant,  and 
explained  the  provisions  of  the  Act  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  clxxxv, 
p.  1222.) 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist^  Because  this  Bill^  by  restricting  the  retrospective  effect  of 
sequestration  to  the  last  term's  rent,  obliges  the  landlord  to  use 
more  stringency  in  the  immediate  collection  of  each  half  year's 
rent,  and  deprives  him  of  the  power  of  giving  time  to  a  tenant  so 
as  to  enable  him  to  reap  his  crop  and  realise  his  cattle  before  pay- 
ings an  indulgence  usually  granted  and  of  great  importance  to  the 
smaller  tenants,  and  compels  the  landlord  also  to  record  for  public 
inspection  what  may  be  only  a  temporary  embarrassment  of  the 
tenant. 

2ndly,  Because,  while  admitting  that  the  power  of  taking  grain 
out  of  the  hands  of  a  bond  fide  purchaser  is  anomalous^  this  anomaly 
has  never  in  practice  been  found  injurious ;  it  has,  on  the  contrary^ 
been  of  advantage  to  the  ordinary  creditors,  by  preventing  the 
possibility  of  fraudulent  sales. 

3rdly,  Because  a  landlord  whose  land  is  let  upon  lease  is  bound 
to  his  tenant  for  a  term  of  years,  and  is  in  a  totally  different  posi- 
tion from  a  merchant  or  dealer,  whose  transactions  may  be  termi- 
nated at  any  time. 

4thly,  Because  we  believe  tiiat  the  clamour  in  compliance  with 
which  the  Boyal  Commission  was  issued  and  this  Bill  introduced  was 
mainly  got  up  by  certain  large  farmers,  with  the  view  of  increasing 
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the  consolidation  of  &rms^  and  if  possible  getting  rid  of  the  smalls 
holdings  altogether. 

Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 
Alex£uider  Fraser,  l>)rd  Saltoiiii,  for  the  first,  third,  and  fourth 
reasons. 


DOCCCVIII. 

August  6,  1867. 

The  representation  of  the  people  Bill  (the  Beform  Bill  of  1867)  occu- 
pied the  greater  part  of  the  session  in  the  Lower  House.  The  Act  for 
England  is  30  and  31  Victoria,  cap.  102  ;  that  for  Ireland,  31  and  32 
Victoria,  cap.  49;  that  for  Scotland,  31  and  32  Victoria,  cap.  48.  The 
following  protest  was  inserted  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Engli^  Act 

ist^  Because  the  Bill^  creating  in  almost  every  city  and  borough 
in  England  a  new  constituency  more  numerous  than  that  which 
exists^  impairs,  where  it  does  not  destroy,  the  power  of  the  present 
electors,  and  substitutes  for  it  that  df  a  new  body  inferior  to  them 
in  property  and  education. 

2ndly,  Because  the  confidence  justly  placed  in  constituencies  of 
approved  worth  cannot  reasonably  be  transferred  to  such  men  now 
first  entrusted  with  electoral  power ;  and  it  is  to  be  feared  that 
when  labour  makes  laws  for  capital,  poverty  for  property^  legisla- 
tion^ no  longer  directed  by  educated  intelligence,  will  impair  the 
individual  freedom  of  action  and  the  security  of  possession  which 
have  been  the  foundations  of  our  prosperity  and  wealth. 

3rdly,  Because  it  more  nearly  concerns  the  public  welfiEure  that 
representatives  should  be  well  chosen  than  that  constituencies 
should  be  numerous ;  and  the  larger  constituencies  have  rarely  been 
fortunate  in  the  choice  of  their  representatives,  or  persistent  in  re- 
taining them  when  they  proved  worthy  of  support. 

4thly^  Because  a  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons,  more  difficult 
in  attainment  than  heretofore,  less  secure  in  possession,  and  not 
exempt  from  humiliation  while  occupied,  will  cease  to  be  an  object 
of  the  same  ambition  to  that  high  class  of  gentlemen  by  whose 
patriotic  spirit  and  statesmanlike  wisdom  the  liberties  of  the 
people  were  secured  and  the  greatness  of  the  country  has  been 
achieved. 

5thly,   Because  the  House  of  Commons,  composed  of  inferior 
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men^  dependant  upon  the  fickle  feelings  of  the  masses  they  repre- 
sent, will  not  afibrd  to  any  Ministers  a  fair  and  consistent  support ; 
and  successive  Governments,  permanently  weak,  limited  in  the 
choice  of  men  to  fill  the  great  offices  of  State  to  the  few  who  may 
have  the  best  hopes  of  re-election,  compelled  to  feel  their  way  by 
measures  of  a  tentative  character,  not  fully  approved  even  by  them- 
selves, will  exist  from  day  to  day  by  concessions,  lose  all  respect 
for  themselves,  but  not  before  they  have  lost  that  of  others,  and  at 
length  retire  with  the  conviction  that  the  theoretical  perfection  of 
constituencies  is  incompatible  with  the  successful  conduct  of  the 
affairs  of  the  country  in  Parliament. 

Edward  Law,  Earl  of  Ellenboraugh. 
Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 


DCCCCIX. 

August  18,  1867. 

The  Admiralty  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill,  30  and  31  YictorifL  cap.  114,  is 
an  Act  containing  104  clauses,  regulating  the  Court  of  Admiralty  in 
Ireland.  It  originated  in  the  Commons,  and  passed  both  Houses  without 
a  division.  The  clause  objected  to  in  the  following  protest  is  the  fifth  in 
the  Act. 

Because,  though  the  present  judge  of  the  Admiralty  Court  in 
Ireland  holds  his  office  during  good  behaviour,  and  is  removable 
only  on  an  address  from  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  this  Bill, 
without  aUeging  against  him  either  incompetency  or  misconduct^ 
removes  him  from  his  office,  and  enables  the  Crown  to  appoint  a 
successor,  thus  affording  a  precedent  for  unconstitutional  inter- 
ference with  the  independence  of  the  judges. 

Robert  Ifonsey  Rolfe,  Lord  Cranworth. 

Ulick  John  de  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 


DCCCCX. 

August  16,  1867. 

The  Bill  for  altering  the  establishment  of  the  Irish  Chancery  and  the 
superior  Courts  of  Common  Law  in  Ireland,  was  introduced  in  the  Com- 
mons by  the  Irish  Attorney  C^neral,  Lord  Naas,  on  the  loth  of  Mav. 
It  passed  the  Lower  House  without  a  division.     In  the  Upper  certam 
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amendments  were  made,  with  one  of  which  the  Commons  disagreed, 
alleging  reasons  which  are  to  he  found  in  the  Lords'  Journals,  toL  xdx, 
p.  607,  and  in  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  clxxxiz,  p.  1602.  The  Act, 
containing  sixty-one  clauses,  is  30  and  31  Victoria,  cap.  129.  The  clause 
inserted  by  Lord  Cranworth,  and  rejected  by  the  Commons,  was  one 
giving  the  patronage  of  Master  or  Clerk  of  the  rules  in  any  of  the 
superior  Courts  of  Common  Law,  to  the  Chief  Justices  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  and  Common  Pleas,  and  the  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  after  the  Lords  declined  by  1 1  to  7 
to  maintain  their  amendment. 

1st,  Because  the  right  of  filling  the  subordinate  offices  in  the 
superior  courts  of  justice  ought  to  belong  to  the  heads  of  those 
courts^  as  being  the  persons  best  qualified  to  select  fit  and  proper 
officers  for  the  discharge  of  the  duties  they  are  to  fulfil. 

2ndly,  Because  from  time  immemorial  this  has  been  the  practice 
in  England,  and  has  always  been  regarded  as  essential  to  the  well- 
conducting  of  the  business  of  the  Courts. 

3rdly,  Because,  in  the  year  1862^  a  Boyal  Commission  was  issued 
to  many  of  the  most  distinguished  judges  and  lawyers  both  in 
England  and  Ireland,  directing  them  to  inquire^  amongst  other 
things^  as  to  the  constitution  and  establishment  of  the  superior 
Courts  of  Common  Law  in  Ireland,  and  that  Commission  recom- 
mended the  adoption  in  Ireland  of  the  principle  which  has  always 
prevailed  in  England  as  to  the  appointment  of  officers  in  the 
Courts,  and  no  reason  has  been  given  why  that  recommendation 
has  not  been  attended  to. 

4thly,  Because  the  withholding  from  the  Irish  judges  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  enjoyed  by  their  brethren  in  England  places 
them,  in  an  invidious  and  humiliating  position,  inasmuch  as  the 
reason  for  the  distinction  will  be  generally  believed  to  be  that  it  is 
not  thought  safe  to  trust  the  judges  in  Ireland  with  the  exercise 
of  patronage  which  is  without  hesitation  confided  to  the  judges  in 
England. 

Robert  Mousey  Eolfe,  Lord  Cranworth. 

DCCCCXI. 

May  10,  1869. 

Simon  Thomas  Scrope,  of  Danby-on-Yore,  in  the  county  of  York,  made 
claim  to  the  Earldom  of  Wiltes,  granted  in  1397  to  Sir  Wilh'am  le  Scrope, 
second  son  of  Lord  Scrope  of  Masham.  The  case  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges  for  several  years,  and  on  the  loth  of  May,  1869,  the 
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Committee  reported  that  the  petitioner  had  not  made  out  his  claim.  It 
was  objected  by  the  Duke  of  Cleveland,  that  the  Committee  had  decided 
on  grounds  which  were  inconsistent  with  those  on  which  the  Devon 
peerage  case  was  decided  in  March,  183 1,  and  moved  that  the  case  be 
reheard.  After  a  short  debate,  the  amendment  was  withdrawn.  The 
original  grantee  of  the  title  was  beheaded  in  1399,  and  no  Earl  of  Wiltes 
had  sat  subsequently.  The  decision  of  the  House  on  this  occasion  directly 
reversed  the  rule  laid  down  in  the  Devon  peerage  case  as  regards  oper- 
ative words  in  the  grant  of  a  dignity  by  the  Crown,  but  was  in  conformity 
with  the  general  rule  governing  royal  grants. 
The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

ist,  Because  the  resolution  of  the  House  is  opposed  to  the  de- 
cision of  the  House  upon  the  Devon  case  in  1831,  a  decision 
accepted  and  acted  upon  by  the  Crown. 

andly^  Because  King  Richard  was  in  full  possession  of  the 
royal  authority  at  the  time  the  dignity  of  the  Earl  of  Wiltes  was 
created. 

3rdly,  Because  the  proceedings  relied  upon  as  affecting  the 
rights  of  the  heirs  male  of  the  Earl  of  Wiltes  were  all  taken  at 
a  time  when  no  lawful  or  legal  government  existed  in  England, 
and  that  the  subsequent  proceedings  had  in  the  Parliament  of 
Heniy  the  Fourth  in  no  manner  purported  to  affect,  or  could  in 
law  affect^  the  dignity  of  Earl  of  Wiltes. 

Richard  Monckton  Milnes,  Lc»d  Houghton. 

Ralph  Cordon  Noel  Milbanke,  Lord  Wentworth. 

Beilby  Richard  Lawley,  Lord  Wenlook^  for  first  and  second 

reasons. 
Rudolph  William  Basil  Feilding,  Earl  of  Denbigh. 
George  Quy  Greville,  Earl  Brooke  and  Warwick,  for  first 

and  second  reasons. 
Thomas  Dundas,  Earl  of  Zetland,  for  first  and  second  reasons. 
CSiarles  George  Noel,  Earl  of  GtoinsborotLgh,   for   first  and 

second  reasons. 
George  Arthur  Hastings  Forbes,  Earl  of  Granard. 
William  Ernest  Duncombe,  Earl  of  Feversham,  for  first  and 

second  reasons. 
John  Francis  Arundell,  Lord  Arundell  of  Wardonr. 
Henry  Fitzalan  Howard,  Duke  of  Norfolk  (Earl  Marshal),  for 

first  and  second  reasons. 
Charles  John  Colville,  Lord  Colville  of  Culross,  for  first  and 

second  reasons. 
T<^lliam  Nevill,  Earl  of  Abergavenny,  for  first  and  second 

reasons. 
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DCCCCXII. 

June  18,  1869. 

The  second  reading  of  the  Irish  Church  Bill  was  carried  in  the  Lords 
by  179  to  146.  See  Hansard,  Third  Series,  yol.  cxcyi,  p.  1637,  cxcvii, 
p.  18. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

Because  the  Bill  is  in  its  principle  and  main  provisions  plainly 
and  directly  at  variance  with  the  obligations  imposed  upon  the 
Sovereign  by  the  Coronation  Oath. 

William  Thomas  Le  Poer  Trench,  Viscount  Clanoarty  (Earl  c^ 
Clancarty). 

DCCCCXIII,    DCCCCXIV. 

JuLT  12,  1869. 

The  following  two  protests  were  entered  against  the  passage  of  the 
Irish  Church  Bill.  An  amendment  had  been  offered  by  Lord  ^ancarty, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  that  day  three  months,  but  he  withdrew  his  motion. 
Leave  was  given  to  Lord  Derby  and  others,  who  wished  to  sign  a  protest^ 
to  enter  their  names  up  to  2  p.m.  on  the  15th. 

ist,  Because  since  1835  no  consent  has  ever  been  given  in  this 
House  to  the  principle  of  the  'Appropriation  Clause'  carried  in 
the  House  of  Commons  by  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  in 

1835. 

2ndly,  Because  on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  it  was  assumed 

that  the  principle  of  it  was  agreed  to,  whereas  by  the  exclusion  of 

speeches  by  the  Right  Reverend  the  Lord  Bishop  of  London  and 

of  Lord  Lytton  a  full  discussion  of  that  principle  was  prevented. 

3rdly,  Because  in  this  House  any  question  faulty  in  principle 

may  as  fairly  be  opposed  on  the  third  reading  as  on  any  other  stage 

of  a  Bill. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

1st,  Because  this  Bill,  for  the  first  time  since  the  foundation  of 
the  British  Monarchy,  introduces,  so  far  as  Ireland  is  concerned, 
the  principle,  unrecognised  in  any  other  country  in  Europe^  of  an 
entire  severance  of  the  State  from  the  support  of  any  and  every 
form  of  religious  worship. 
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andly,  Because  the  adoption  of  this  principle  with  regard  to 
Ireland  cannot  bat  g^ve  great  encouragement  to  the  designs  of 
those  who  desire  its  extension  to  every  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

3rdly,  Because  it  is  a  violent  stretch  of  the  power  of  Parliament 
to  resume  a  grant  made  by  itself  in  perpetuity  ;  still  more  to  con- 
fiscate property  held  by  long  prescription^  and  by  a  title  inde- 
pendent of  Parliament. 

4thly,  Because  if  this  principle  be  well  founded  as  regards 
private  property,  it  is  still  more  so  with  regard  to  that  which  has 
been  solemnly  set  apart  for  the  purposes  of  religion  and  the  service 
of  Almighty  God. 

5thly,  Because  the  legislation  attempted  in  this  Bill  tends  to 
shake  confidence  in  all  property,  and  especially  in  that  which  rests 
upon  a  Parliamentary  title  heretofore  considered  as  the  most  unas- 
sailable of  all. 

6thly,  Because  it  is  impossible  to  place  a  Church,  disestablished 
and  disendowed^  and  bound  together  only  by  the  tie  of  a  voluntary 
association,  on  a  footing  of  equality  with  the  perfect  organization 
of  the  Church  of  Rome,  whereby,  especially  in  Ireland,  the  laity 
are  made  completely  subservient  to  the  priesthood^  the  priests  to 
the  bishops,  and  the  bishops  themselves  are  subject  to  the  uncon- 
trolled authority  of  a  foreign  potentate. 

7thly,  Because  this  Bill  will  be  felt  as  a  grievous  injustice  by  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland^  who^  through  their  Irish  Parliament,  sur- 
rendered their  political  independence  by  a  treaty  the  fundamental 
condition  of  which  was  the  greater  security  of  the  Protestant 
Establishment. 

Sthly,  Because  while  this  measure  will  tend  to  alienate  those 
who  have  hitherto  been  the  firmest  supporters  of  the  British  Throne 
and  British  connexion,  so  &r  from  conciliating,  much  less  satisfy- 
ing, it  will  only  stimulate  to  fresh  demands  that  large  portion  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland  which  looks  forward  to 
ulterior  and  very  different  objects,  and,  above  all,  to  ultimate 
emancipation  from  the  control  of  the  British  Legislature. 

Edward  Law,  Earl  of  EUenborotigh. 

Edward  Geoffrey  Smith  Stanley,  Earl  of  Derby. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Dudley  Ryder,  Earl  of  Harrowby. 

William  Sydney  Clements,  Viscount  Clements  (Earl  of  Leitrim). 
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John  Winiston  Spencer  Churchill,  Duke  of  Marlboroii^  for 

the  first,  second,  third,  fourth,  fifth,  seventh,  and   eighth 

reasons. 
Francis  Bernard,  Earl  of  Bandon. 
Charles  Bernard,  Bishop  of  Tuam. 
James  Howard  Harris,  Earl  of  MalmeBbmy. 
Alexander  Eraser,  Lord  SaLtoun. 
Frederic  Thesiger,  Lord  Chelmsford. 
John  Major,  Lord  Hartismere  (Lord  Henniker). 
William  Lennox  Lascelles  Fitzgerald  de  Rob,  Lord  Do  B08. 
William  Drogo  Montagu,  Duke  of  Maaoheflter. 
William  Willoughby  Cole,  Lord  Grinstead  (Earl  of  Enniskillen). 
William  David  Murray,  Earl  of  Mansfield. 
Thomas  de  Qrey,  Lord  Walffingham. 
Hugh  MacCalmont  Cairns,  Lord  Cairns,  for  the  firsts  second, 

third,  fourth,  fifth,  seventh,  and  eighth  reasona 
John  George  Weld  Forester,  Lord  Forester. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 
William  Thomas  Le  Poor  Trench,  Viscount  daaoarty   (Earl 

of  Clancarty). 
G^rge  Frederic  Upton,  Viscount  Templetown. 
G^oige  Augustus  Selwyn,  Bishop  of  Lichfield. 
Brook  WilUam  Bridges,  Lord  Fitzwalter. 
William  John  Brodrick,  Lord  Brodriok  (Viscount  Midleton). 
Algernon  George  Percy,  Duke  of  Northumberland. 
Bandolph  Stewart,  Lord  Stewart  of  Gtolies  (Earl  of  Galloway). 
John  Tarde  Butler,  Lord  Churston. 

John  Thornton  Leslie  Melville,  Earl  of  Leven  and  ICelviUe. 
Eyre  Massey,  Lord  Clarina. 
Walter  Coningsby  Erskine,  Earl  of  Eellie. 
Charles  Augustus  Bennet,  Earl  of  Tankerville. 
Thomas  Maitland,  Earl  of  Laxiderdale. 
George  Stephens  Gk)ugh,  Viscount  Gough. 
William  Walter  Legge,  Earl  of  DartnoLOuth. 
Charles  John  Ellicott,  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and  BristoL 
Comwalli9  Maude,  Viscount  Hawarden. 
William  Henry  Hare  Hedges  White,  Earl  of  Bantry. 
Frederic  Lygon,  Earl  Beauohamp,  for  the  firsts  second,  third, 

and  fourth  reasons. 
James  Hamilton,  Marquis  of  Aberoom  (Duke  of  Abercom). 
Henry  Dundas,  Viscount  Melville. 
William  Pitt  Amheirst,  Earl  Amherst 
Horace  Pitt  Riyers,  Lord  Bavers. 
Qeorge  John  Milles,  Lord  Sondes. 
Edwai^i  Harold  Browne,  Bishop  of  Ely. 
John  Cavendish  Browne,  Lord  Kilmaine. 
Reginald  Charles  Edward  Abbot,  Lord  Colchester. 
Charles  Morgan  Robinson  Morgan,  Lord 
William  O'Neill,  Lord  O'lTeilL 
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;    GkoTge  Guy  Oreville,  Earl  Brooke  and  Warwick. 
William  Draper  Mortimer  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 
James  Graham,  Earl  Graham  (Duke  of  Montrose). 
Edward  St.  Vincent  Digby,  Lord  Digby. 
William  Lygon  Pakenham,  Lord  Silohester  (Earl  of  Longford). 
Charles  John  Colville,  Lord  Colville  of  Culross. 
William  Alleyne  Cecil,  Marqnis  of  Exeter. 
William  Nevill,  Earl  of  Abergavenny. 
William  Henry  Drummond,  Viscount  Strathallan. 
George  Thomas  John  Nugent,  Marquis  of  Westmeath. 
Thomas  Vesci,  Viscount  De  VesoL 


DCCCCXV. 

July  12,  1869. 

The  following  protest  was  entered  after  the  passage  of  the  Irish 
Church  Bill. 

ist,  Becanse  free  discussion  was  again  prevented  on  this  stage  of 
the  Bill  by  the  refusal  of  clamorous  members  of  the  House  of  Lords 
to  hear  Lord  Dunboyne,  one  of  the  Representative  Peers  for  Ireland. 

2ndly,  Because  the  exclusion  of  the  bishops,  who  are  appointed 
by  the  Crown  with  a  view  to  aid  the  counsels  of  her  Majesty  during 
their  lives,  is  an  interference  with  the  constitution  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  with  her  Majesty's  prerogative,  and  is  likely  to  injure 
the  Protestant  clergy  and  laity  of  Ireland. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

DCCCCXVI. 

July  22,  1870. 

The  Lords  inserted  sixty-two  amendments  in  the  Irish  Church  Bill. 
Of  these  thirty-five  were  adopted  by  the  Commons,  fourteen  were 
re-amended,  and  thirteen  rejected.  The  debate  on  these  amendments 
was  taken  on  the  20th  and  22  nd  of  July,  and  the  motion  not  to  insist 
on  certain  enactments  in  clause  27,  relative  to  ecclesiastical  residences, 
was  agreed  to  by  47  to  17. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because  the  usefulness  of  every  clergyman  in  Ireland  would 
be  greatly  impaired  by  the  knowledge  that  he  could  have  no  legiti- 
mate successor  in  his  parish  and  glebe  house  as  of  right. 

2ndly,  Because  this  Bill  would  perpetuate  the  divisions  into  sects 
of  Christians,  which  the  appeal  to  an  open  Bible  would  tend  to 
bring  into  unity  under  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown. 
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3rdl7,  Because  the  families  of  persons  in  Holy  Orders  wonld  be 
deprived  of  that  support  which  promotion  on  account  of  zeal  and 
earnestness  in  duty  has  hitherto  rewarded  the  clergy  withal  in  their 
homes. 

4thly,  Because  the  want  of  resident  gentry  being  injurious  to 
Ireland,  the  disturbance  of  a  system  which  ensured  a  &ir  pro- 
portion of  educated  inhabitants  would  every  year  be  more  deeply 
felt  if  the  clergy  could  not  have  houses  free  of  charge. 

5thly,  Because  the  equality  proposed  by  this  Bill  would  weaken 
the  protest  against  such  minor  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Borne  as 
tend  to  a  reliance  on  form  and  on  painful  observances,  and  would 
divert  attention  from  points  which  pious  Catholics  considered 
worthy  of  being  conceded^  and  which  the  Queen  Regent  of  France 
in  J 56 1,  in  her  instructions  to  be  laid  before  the  Pope,  so  far 
adopted  as  to  write  *What  danger  can  there  be  to  the  Church 
in  removing  images  from  the  churches  and  doing  away  with  certain 
useless  forms  in  the  administration  of  the  Sacraments  ?  It  would  be 
advantageous  to  allow  all  persons  the  Communion  under  both 
kinds ;  and  to  permit  Divine  worship  to  be  celebrated  in  the  vulgar 
tongue,'  by  Protestants. 

6thly,  Because  as  sooner  or  later  the  continued  opening  of 
churches  in  the  Reformed  Faith  would  bring  all  the  inhabitants 
of  Ireland  into  one  Communion,  and  as  the  people  of  England 
desire  their  Irish  Catholic  brethren  to  enjoy  all  the  advantages 
which  they  themselves  possess  as  a  National  Church,  it  might 
well  be  considered  at  the  great  *  (Ecumenical  Council '  bow  &r 
changes  should  be  deprecated  subversive  of  all  establishments  and 
privileges. 

7thly,  Because  there  can  be  no  equality  between  the  Romanists, 
Presbyterians,  and  (lawful)  Episcopalians  of  Ireland  if  the  endow- 
ments of  the  latter  should  be  handed  over  to  a  paid  commission, 
unless  those  denominations  also  permit  their  property  to  be  con- 
fiscated, and  because  the  petition  from  Killelagh  to  the  House 
of  Commons  has  been  disregarded  since  the  22nd  of  June,  1831, 
until  now. 

8thly,  Because  the  phrases  *  Gifbs  of  Churches,'  '  Re-establish- 
ment,^ and  *  Re-endowment,^  ^PPty  to  the  case  of  lawful  possession 
being  invaded,  of  the  disttlrbance  of  a  position  guaranteed  by  the 
Act  of  Union,  and  promulgated  by  a  solemn  invocation  of  the 
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Deity  in  Westminster  Abbey,  and  to  the  revenues  of  the  Irish 
Church,  which  are  barely  sufficient  for  the  support  of  all  the 
clergy,  and  of  those  who  have  at  great  cost  been  educated  with 
the  view  of  being  candidates  for  Holy  Orders. 

pthly,  Because  the  Peers,  being  sworn  to  legislate  *  according  to 
law,'  are  invading  the  first  principles  of  justice  in  consenting  to 
this  Bill,  and  removing  blameless  clergymen  by  commutation  or 
otherwise. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Demnan* 

DCGCCXVIL 

June  17,  1870. 

A  Bill,  under  the  name  of  a  High  Oourt  of  Justice  Bill,  was  introduced 
in  the  Lords  by  the  Chancellor  (Lord  Hatherley),  on  the  i  ith  of  March, 
and  the  second  reading  of  the  BUI,  with  that  of  the  Appellate  Jurisdiction 
Bill,  was  taken  on  tbe  i8th  of  March.  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  cc, 
p.  169.)  On  the  third  reading,  17th  of  June,  Lord  Denman  moved  that 
the  Bill  be  read  that  day  three  months,  but  withdrew  his  motion  and 
entered  the  following  protest.  The  Bill  was  read  a  first  time  in  the 
Conunons,  but  withdrawn  on  the  25th  of  July. 

1st,  Because  in  clause  ^  the  division  of  the  so-called  High  Court 
of  Justice  for  the  convenient  despatch  of  business  into  five  divisional 
courts,  to  be  styled  respectively  the  Court  of  Chancery,  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  the  Court  of 
Exchequer,  and  the  Probate,  Divorce,  and  Admiralty  Court 
(excluding  the  name  of  the  Rolls  Court),  and  the  uncertainty 
caused  by  the  words  in  the  third  line  of  the  second  page,  'or 
to  be  otherwise  styled  in  such  manner  as  her  Majesty  may,  by 
order  in  Council,  from  time  to  time  determine,'  and  *  each  of  the 
said  Courts  shall  be  presided  over  by  a  Lord  President,'  is  no 
improvement  on  the  well-known  division  of  business  now  relied 
upon  by  suitors;  whilst  the  grouping  together  of  judges,  several 
of  whom  at  present  sit  alone,  is  a  waste  of  power  which  is  unne- 
cessary, and  because  the  names  of  the  heads  of  each  Court  are  now 
well  known,  and  their  duties  defined,  the  transfer  of  equity  juris- 
diction to  them  may  induce  the  framers  of  rules  to  introduce  the 
system  of  Bill  and  Answer  into  Courts  in  which  the  pleadings  have 
become  every  year  less  complicated,  and  in  such  case  the  alteration 
of  the  system  of  our  ancient  courts  will  cause  great  delay  and 
uncertainty. 
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sndly,  Because  some  such  improYement  as  the  procedure  in 
petitions  of  right  (simplified  by  Lord  Westbury)  is  needful  to  be 
known  by  the  public  before  a  sweeping  change  in  Common  Law 
Procedure  is  hastily  projected. 

3rdly,  Because  if  only  one  Judge  sit  at  all  times  to  try  civil 
causes,  and  only  one  Judge  for  criminal  causes  at  all  times  of  the 
year,  with  the  exception  of  legal  vacations,  there  will  be  danger  of 
having  a  divided  bar,  unless  great  care  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
clashing  with  circuits. 

4thly,  Because  the  Report  of  the  Commission  upon  which  this 
Bill  was  founded  was  considered  by  the  Law  Amendment  Society 
as  the  production  more  of  a  small  cabinet  of  lawyers  than  of  repre- 
sentatives of  the  general  feelings  of  the  Bench^  the  Bar,  and  the 
Legal  Profession. 

5thly,  Because  the  Incorporated  Law  Society,  in  their  last 
petition^  attach  great  importance  to  the  formation  of  a  code  which 
should  inform  the  profession  what  course  should  be  adopted  in 
procedure,  and  do  not  desire  indefinite  improvement. 

6thly,  Because  also  the  Incorporated  Law  Society  have  just 
fears  of  the  provision  for  compulsory  arbitration,  especially  by  men 
unacquainted  with  the  law,  whose  awards  may  not  be  made  in  a 
binding  form ;  and  the  temptation  to  refer  causes  being  very  greats 
some  check  should  be  imposed^  if  not  equal  to  the  present  right  by 
either  side  to  refuse  his  consent  to  a  reference,  yet  sufficient  to 
prevent  the  plaintiff  from  wishing  in  vain  to  withdraw  his  record, 
and  the  defendant  from  submitting  to  injustice  rather  than  incur 
the  expense  and  delay  of  arbitration. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

DCCCCXVIII. 

June  17,  1870. 

The  second  reading  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill  was  taken  on  this  day,  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading  beginning  on  the  1 4th  of  June.  A  proposal 
was  made  by  Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne  that  the  Bill  be  read  that  day 
six  months.  But  the  Bill  was  ultimately  read  a  second  time  without  a 
division. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

Because  some  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  are  opposed  to  the 
just  rights  of  property,  and  are  admitted  by  its  advocates  to  be 
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unfit  to  be  made  the  law  in  England  and  Scotland,  and  to  be  only 
justified  in  Ireland  on  account  of  the  existing  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  in  some  parts  of  that  country^  which  they 
consider  exceptioDal,  and  hope  may  be  removed  under  the  operation 
of  this  measure. 

Because  it  is  proposed  that  these  provisions,  instead  of  being 
imposed  for  a  limited  period  to  meet  an  exceptional  state  of  things^ 
are  to  be  enacted  permanently,  and  thereby  appear  to  be  established 
as  principles  which  ought  to  exist  by  law  at  all  times  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  and  any  attempt  to  repeal  them,  although  the 
exceptional  reason  for  their  introduction  may  have  passed  away, 
will  be  attended  with  serious  opposition  and  discontent. 

Because  this  enactment  of  them  as  principles  is  likely  to  lead  to 
agitation  for  the  extension  of  similar  provisions  to  England  and 
Scotland^  in  order  that  one  system  of  permanent  law  on  the  subject 
may  be  established  throughout  the  United  Kingdom. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

George  Charles  Bingham,  Earl  of  Luoan. 

James  Howard  Harris,  Earl  of  Malmesbuiy. 

John  Cavendish  Browne,  Lord  Kilmaine. 

William   Willoughby  Cole,   Lord   Ghinstead  (Earl  of  Ennis- 

kiUen). 
Alexander  Eraser,  Lord  Saltoun. 
Geofirey  Dominick  Augustus  Frederic  Guthrie,  Lord  Oranmore 

and  Browne. 
Ulick  John  Pe  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Clanricarde). 
James   George   Henry   Stopford,    Lord    Saltersford    (Earl   of 

Courtown). 
William  Sydney  Clements,  'Viscount  Clements  (Earl  of  Leitrim). 
Edward  Plunkett,  Lord  Diinsanyy  for  first  and  second  reasons. 
Henry    Francis    Seymour   lioore.   Lord    Moore    (Marquis    of 

Drogheda). 
George  Frederic  Upton,  Viscount  Templetown. 
William  Drogo  Montagu,  Duke  of  Manchester. 
Denis  St.  G«orge  Daly,  Lord  Dunsandle  and  Clanconal,  for 

first  and  second  reasons. 
Edward  St.  Vincent  Digby,  Lord  Digby. 


4p80  protests.  A.D.  1870. 

DCCCCXIX. 

July  5,  1870. 

The  report  of  the  amendments  made  by  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  in  the  Irish  Land  Bill  was  brought  upon  this  day,  when  seyeral 
further  amendments  were  offered. 

The  following  protest  was  entered. 

ist,  Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  involve  an  interference 
with  the  acknowledged  rights  of  property,  to  an  extent  withoat 
precedent  in  the  legislation  of  any  civilised  country. 

2ndly,  Because  this  Bill  has  been  founded  on  an  alleged  excep- 
tional state  of  affiiirs  as  to  the  relations  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
which  allegations  are  not  founded  on  fiu^,  it  having  been  satis- 
factorily shown  that  the  land  in  Ireland  is  rented  at  a  lower  rate 
than  that  in  any  part  of  Central  Europe,  and  that  evictions,  other 
than  those  for  non-payment  of  rent,  have  been  inconsiderable. 

3rdly,  Because  exceptional  legislation  is  calculated  to  create  an 
exceptional  state  of  circumstances,  and  to  interpose  a  barrier  to  the 
foture  improvement  of  the  country. 

4thly,  Because  the  liberty  of  contract  upon  which  all  transac- 
tions between  man  and  man  ought  to  be  based^  is  improperly 
interfered  with,  restricted,  and  violated,  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
Commonwealth,  and  destructive  to  personal  responsibility. 

5thly,  Because  the  effect  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  promote  litigation 
between  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  the  soil,  and  to  interfere  with 
those  reciprocal  feelings  of  cordiality  and  good  will  on  which  the 
welfare  of  an  agricultural  community  so  much  depends. 

6thly,  Because  the  imposition  of  a  tax  in  Ireland  which  is  not 
imposed  on  a  like  article  in  England,  as  is  done  by  this  Bill,  is  a 
direct  violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Union  between  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland. 

7thly,  Because  while  professing  to  give  security  of  tenure  to  the 
small  farmers,  the  obvious  consequence  of  this  Bill  will  be  to  pro- 
mote the  consolidation  of  farms,  and  the  removal  of  the  Irish 
peasantry  from  their  small  holdings. 

William  Sydney  Clements,  Viscount  Clements  (Earl  of  Leitrim). 
James  Talbot,  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide. 
James   George   Henry    Stopford,    Lord   Saltersford   (Earl    of 
Courtown),  for  the  first,  fourth,  and  fifth  reasons. 
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Robert  Dillon,  Lord  Olonbrook,  for  the  first,  fourth,  and  fifth 

reasons. 
Lawrence  Parsons,  Earl  of  Bosse,  for  the  first,  third,  fourth,  and 

fifth  reasons. 
Edward  Plunkett,  Lord  Dunsany,  for  the  first,  second,  third, 

fourth,  fifth,  and  sixth  reasons. 
John  Cavendish  Browne,  Lord  Kilmaine,  for  the  firsts  second, 

third,  fourth,  fifth,  and  sixth  reasons. 
Ulick  John  de  Burgh,  Lord  Somerhill  (Marquis  of  Glanricarde)^ 

for  the  firsty  third,  and  fourth  reasons. 

DCCCCXX. 

July  7,  1870. 

The  Irish  Solicitor-General,  Mr.  Dowse,  moved,  on  the  i6th  of  June, 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  for  the  Disfranchisement  of  the  Boroughs  of 
Cashel  and  Sligo,  on  the  ground  of  long-continued  corruption  in  those 
constituencies.  See  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  ccii,  p.  309.  An  amend- 
ment was  moved  by  Colonel  French,  to  save  Sligo,  but  die  motion  was 
lost  by  158  to  33.  In  the  Lords,  the  Earl  of  Granard  presented  a  ])etition 
from  the  Corporation  of  Sligo,  praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against  the 
Bill.     This  prayer  was  rejected,  and  the  following  protest  inserted. 

Because  in  dealing  with  Bills  of  this  character  this  House,  which 
is  a  court  of  appeal,  ought  not  to  refuse  to  hear  what  the  counsel 
of  these  petitioners  may  have  to  say  in  their  behalf  before  it  decides 
against  them. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Badesdale. 

DCCCCXXI,  DCCCCXXII. 

July  8,  1870. 

The  following  protests  were  entered  against  the  third  reading  of  the 
Irish  Land  BilL 

ist,  Because  property  has  its  rights  as  well  as  its  duties,  and  the 
present  Bill  is  the  greatest  violation  of  them  in  modem  times. 

2ndly,  Because  the  interests  of  landlord  and  tenant  are  identical, 
and  whatever  injures  the  one  cannot  fiedl  to  injure  the  other. 

3rdly^  Because  this  Bill  is  contrary  to  all  the  received  principles 
of  political  economy. 

4thly,  Because  this  Bill  will  be  more  severe  against  the  im- 
proving and  indulgent  landlord  than  the  harsh  and  inconsiderate 
one. 

VOL.  III.  I  i 
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5thly^  Because  it  will  produce  a  great  amount  of  litigation^  and 
necessarily  produce  collisions  between  parties  who  have  hitherto 
been  on  the  most  friendly  terms. 

6thly,  Because  it  will  paralyse  the  attempts  of  landlords  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  their  tenantry,  and  to  introduce  a  good 
system  of  husbandry. 

7thly^  Because  no  legislation  will  settle  the  land  question  as 
long  as  successive  Gk)vemments,  under  the  influence  of  party  exi- 
gencies, encourage  professional  agitators  to  disturb  the  minds  of 
the  people. 

James  Talbot,  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide. 

William  Thomas  Le  Poer  Trench,  Viscount  Clancaity  (Earl 

of  Clancarty). 
Comwallis  Maude,  discount  Hawarden. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 
Robert  Dillon,  Lord  Clonbrock. 
James  George   Hemy   Stopford,    Lord   Saltersford    (Earl  of 

Courtown). 
Edward  St.  Vincent  Digby,  Lord  Digby. 
William  Sydney  Clements,  Viscount  Clements  (Earl  of  Leitrim). 


1st,  Because  this  Bill,  intituled  *  An  Act  to  amend  the  law 
lating  to  the  occupation  and  ownership  of  land  in  Lreland/  relates 
principally  to  cases  of  severance  of  tenancy,  and  to  arbitration  and 
litigation  as  to  subjects  of  dispute  between  outgoing  tenants  and 
their  former  landlords. 

2ndly,  Because  the  creation  of  anticipated  ownership  by  tenants 
will  tend  to  make  the  tenant  deteriorate  his  land  until  a  purchase 
can  be  efiecte^. 

3rdly,  Because  the  loan  to  tenants  of  two-thirds  of  their  purchase 
money  will  induce  such  purchasers  to  rely  rather  on  the  mercy  of 
the  Government  to  diminish  the  term  of  thirty-five  years  during 
which  payment  is  to  be  made^  than  to  lay  out  money  in  improve- 
ments made  more  difiicult  by  the  want  of  capital,  whilst  no  return, 
except  to  a  small  amount  by  skilftd  and  profitable  fuming,  can  be 
expected  by  the  borrowing  purchasers. 

4thly,  Because  L*eland  difiers  from  Prince  Edward's  Island  in 
this,  to  wit,  that,  while  one  hundred  acres  can  easily  be  purchased 
there  at  a  small  outlay  for  each  son  of  a  &rmer,  in  Ireland,  the 
small  proportion  of  land  obtainable  by  each  member  of  a  &mily 
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tends  to  Bub-division  of  holdings,  and  to  the  too  unwholesome 
occupation  of  houses  by  fiunilies  and  their  fanning  stock,  which 
ought  to  have  better  accommodation  than  can  be  expected  under 
thisBiU. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman, 


DCCCCXXIIL 

August  14,  1871. 

A  Bill  entitled  *  The  Eeductions  ex  capite  lecti  Abolition  Bill,'  was 
passed  through  the  House  of  Commons  without  debate  or  division.  In 
the  Lords  it  was  challenged  by  Lord  Bedesdale  and  others,  for  reasons 
contained  in  the  subjoined  protest.  No  division  however  was  taken  on  it. 
It  is  34  and  35  Victoria,  cap.  81.  See  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  ccviii, 
p.  1565. 

Because  this  Bill  repeals  the  only  law  in  Scotland  relating  to 
mortmain  without  providing  any  substitute. 

Because  instead  of  allowing  time  and  opportunity  for  the  due 
consideration  of  this  Bill  by  Parliament  and  by  Scotland,  it  was 
brought  into  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  20th  July  under  a 
different  title.  It  had  then  two  clauses,  the  first  relating  to  reduc- 
tions ex  capite  lectin  and  the  second  to  fees  of  conquest^  and  was 
named  after  this  latter  provision  Fees  of  Conquest  Abolition  Bill, 
under  which  title  it  was  read  a  second  time  after  midnight  on 
Thursday^  27th  July,  and  committed  for  the  same  day,  Friday, 
28th  July,  when  the  second  clause  was  struck  out,  and  the  title  of 
necessity  changed.  It  was  considered  on  Monday,  31st  July^  and 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed  on  Tuesday,  ist  August,  having  been 
under  its  proper  title  those  two  days  only. 

Because  having  been  thus  smuggled  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, it  was  brought  to  this  House  on  Thursday,  3rd  August,  and 
notice  of  the  second  reading  was  first  given  on  Monday,  7th 
Augnst,  for  the  following  day,  when  the  attention  of  the  House 
was  called,  and  objection  taken  to  it  by  a  noble  lord  well  acquainted 
with  Scotch  law  and  the  feelings  of  that  people,  and  if  the  above- 
mentioned  facts  relating  to  its  passage  through  the  Commons  had 
been  then  known  and  stated,  it  would  have  most  probably  been 
thrown  out. 

Because  such  a  course  of  proceeding  with  an  important  Bill  is 

li  a 
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discreditable  to  both  HouseB  of  Parliament,  neither  having  had 
time  to  consider  the  measure  properly,  or  prepare  the  proviaionfl 
which  ought  to  be  introduced  in  connexion  with  the  repeal  of  the 
present  law,  and  because  &om  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
managed  by  its  promoters  it  is  impossible  that  such  repeal  can  be 
generally,  if  at  all,  known  to  the  people  of  Scotland. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Edward  Bootle  Wilbraham,  Lord  Skelmersdale. 

Comwallis  Maude,  Yiscount  Hawarden. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Demnan,  especially  for  the  first  reason. 


DCCCCXXIV. 

June  25,  1872. 

The  Ballot,  under  the  title  of  *  A  Parliamentary  and  Municipal  Elec- 
tions Bill,  and  a  Corrupt  Practices  Bill,'  was  introduced  in  the  Commons 
by  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  on  the  8th  of  February.  It  was  read  a  second 
time  on  the  15th  of  February,  by  109  to  51,  and  put  into  Committee  on 
the  29th  of  February.  It  passed  the  Commons  on  the  30th  of  May,  and 
was  read  in  the  Lords  for  the  first  time  on  the  31st  of  May.  A  division 
was  taken  on  the  second  reading,  loth  of  June,  on  Lord  Orey^s  motion 
that  the  Bill  be  read  that  day  six  months,  and  the  second  reading  was 
carried  by  86  to  56.  It  weut  into  Committee  on  the  17th  of  June,  and 
was  read  a  third  time  on  the  25th  of  June.  After  a  Committee  had  been 
appointed  in  the  Commons  to  draw  up  reasons  against  some  amendments 
of  the  Lords,  the  Lords  gave  way  on  certain  points,  and  the  Bill  was 
finally  passed.  It  received  the  royal  assent  on  the  i8th  of  July,  and  u 
35  and  36  Victoria,  cap.  33. 

The  following  protest  was  inserted. 

ist,  Because  contests  must  be  greatly  increased  in  number,  as 
no  such  preliminary  meetings  can  be  held  before  an  election  as  will 
be  any  guides  to  candidates  of  their  chances  of  success,  fix>ni  the 
secrecy  which  will  prevent  many  from  declaring  their  opinions. 

2ndly^  Because  the  small  number  of  nominators  might  greatly 
increase  the  number  of  candidates  in  a  constituency  of  2,000  yoters 
(where  only  one  candidate  can  be  elected),  so  that  where  two  candi- 
dates might  poll  1,000  votes  each,  out  of  twenty  candidates  polling 
near  100  each  nineteen  might  be  defeated  and  the  election  carried 
by  a  candidate  polling  a  little  more  than  a  tenth  part  of  the 
voters 

3rdly,  Because  after  the  balloting  the  collection  of  ballot  boxes 
and  counting  of  the  papers  would  make  a  declaration  of  the  poU  a 
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subject  of  suspense  and  delay  for  many  days  in  large  constituencies, 
which  would  greatly  tend  to  excitement  and  ill-feeling,  and  defeat 
one  great  object  of  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832,  which  was  to  shorten 
as  much  as  possible  the  duration  of  elections,  besides  being  contrary 
to  the  declared  intention  of  the  Ballot  Bill. 

4thly,  Because  no  provision  is  made  by  fine  or  otherwise  for 
preventing  committee  rooms  being  held  in  public  houses,  or  for 
closing  them  during  any  part  of  the  day  of  election,  both  which 
precautions  have  been  the  subjects  of  many  petitions  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament. 

Thomas  Demnan,  Lord  Denman. 

DCCCCXXV. 

May  5,  1878. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Bill,  which  ultimately  became  36 
and  37  Victoria,  cap.  66,  was  read  for  the  first  time  on  the  13th  of 
February,  on  the  motion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  (Selbome),  and  a  second 
time  on  the  nth  of  March.  On  the  3rd  of  April  it  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Conmiittee,  was  amended  and  reported  on.  It  went  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  ist  of  May.  On  the  5th  of  May,  Lord  Denman  moved  that 
it  be  read  again  that  day  six  months.  This  motion  was  rejected  without 
a  division,  and  the  following  protest  was  inserted. 

ist.  Because  this  Bill  seeks  to  deprive  the  Lords  Spiritual  and 
Temporal  of  a  right  which  has  never  been  abused^  and  substitutes  a 
tribunal,  on  account  of  its  knowledge  of  the  technicalities  of  law 
and  equity,  at  the  same  time  that  it  abolishes  every  regular  form 
of  pleading,  and  introduces  the  necessity  for  printed  forms  at 
Common  Law,  instead  of  upholding  the  regulations  of  the  Common 
Law  Procedure  Act,  185^,  and  multiplies  printed  statements  in 
equity  cases,  unless  a  defendant  at  once  submits  to  a  claim  made 
against  him. 

andly.  Because  it  substitutes  a  Committee  of  Judges  to  form  rules 
as  to  term,  vacation,  and  circuit,  subject  to  doubt  and  delay  and 
opposition  after  being  laid  before  Parliament^  instead  of  framing 
rules  and  divisions  of  times  and  of  circuits  which  can  at  once  be 
understood  by  counsel  and  suitors  and  all  her  Majesty's  subjects. 

3rdly,  Because  her  Majesty's  ancient  Courts  of  Chancery,  Queen's 
Bench,  of  Common  Pleas,  and  Exchequer,  do  not  require  a  new 
legislative  enactment  to  enable  them  to  retain  their  distinctive 
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names ;  nor  is  it  desirable  to  re-appoint  any  salaries  or  retiring 
pensions^  which  are  already  settled  by  law ;  nor  to  send  blanks  to 
be  filled  up  in  another  place  with  salaries  for  newly-created  Judges, 
especially  as  on  the  13th  of  June^  ^^399  ^^  Borough  Courts  Uni- 
formity Bill  having  been  sent  to  another  place  with  blanks  (as  to 
dates)  and  returned  with  blanks^  was  consequently  no  Bill  at  all. 

4thly,  Because  the  extremely  un&ir  reports  in  the  newspapers 
of  what  was  really  said  by  at  least  one  member  of  your  Ix»d- 
ship's  House  has  given  the  public  a  fftlse  impression  of  the  debates, 
and  possibly  may  have  prevented  a  fair  consideration  of  some  of  the 
arguments  adduced. 

5thly,  Because  the  retirement  of  the  right  honourable  and 
revered  Lord  Saint  Leonardos  has  alone  prevented  his  Lordship 
from  opposing  the  attempted  degradation  of  this  honourable  House 
as  a  Court  of  Appeal  for  England  and  Wales. 

6thly,  Because  when  the  Equity  side  of  the  Exchequer  was 
abolished  it  was  deemed  *  a  waste  of  power '  by  the  last  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  England  but  one,  and  such  power  might  gradually  be 
extended  instead  of  being  conferred  indiscriminately. 

7thly,  Because  although  by  the  Bill,  in  the  event  of  Chancery 
being  in  Commission,  the  senior  Lord  would  be  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  yet  no  provision  is  made  for  constituting  a  oom- 
plete  Court  of  Appeal^  by  appointing  at  least  two  other  noble  Lords 
Commissioners  and  Deputy  Speakers^  with  such  a  Conmiittee  of 
Spiritual  and  Lay  Peers  as  might  be  formed  on  the  model  of 
14  Edward  III,  sect,  i,  cap.  5,  which  was  enabled  to  sit  whenever 
Parliament  was  assembled,  also  in  vacation,  and  in  such  case  to 
report  to  the  House  at  the  next  Parliament. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

DCCCCXXVL 

May  5,  1873. 

Lord  Redesdale,  after  the  motion  of  Lord  Denman  had  been  rejected, 
moved,  in  order  to  secure  the  'right  of  appealing  for  justice  to  Par- 
liament in  the  last  resort/  an  amendment  to  the  twentieUi  clause  of  the 
Bill,  in  the  following  words  : — *  Except  when  the  Court  of  Appeal  shall 
be  of  opinion  that  any  appeal  ought  to  be  reheard,  in  whidi  case  the 
Court  shall  order  such  appeal  to  be  referred  to  the  House  of  Lords.' 
This  amendment  was  negatived,  and  the  following  protest  inserted. 
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1st,  Becaose  when  the  deoision  of  a  Court  is  appealed  firom^  it  is 
better  that  the  cause  should  be  referred  to  another  tribunal  than 
re-heard  in  the  same  Court. 

2nd\y,  Because  by  rejecting  the  amendment  the  House  abandons 
its  ancient  prerogative  of  being  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeal  in 
England. 

3rdl7,  Because  this  House  cannot  be  deprived  of  the  right  to 
exercise  such  an  important  and  useful  function  without  ultimate 
loss  of  character  and  authority. 

4thl7,  Because  the  efficient  manner  in  which  the  House  has 

discharged   this   duty  is  admitted  in  the  Bill^  which,  while  it 

removes  England  &om  its  jurisdiction^  retains  it  for  Scotland  and 

Ireland,  as  eminently  satisfiactory  to  those  countries,  and  preferred 

by  them  to  the  new  Court  of  Appeal  proposed  to  be  established  for 

England. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale,  for  third  and 

fourth  reasons. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

DCCCCXXVII. 

July  24,  1873. 

The  Supreme  Judicature  Bill  was  read  for  the  first  time  in  the  Com- 
mons, on  the  7th  of  May,  on  the  motion  of  the  Attorney-General  (Sir 
J.  D.  Coleridge),  and  a  second  time  on  the  9th  of  June.  It  went  into 
Committee  on  the  ist  of  July,  and  amendments  were  made  in  it.  It 
was  read  a  third  time  on  the  22nd  of  July,  and  the  amendments  con- 
sidered on  the  24th  of  July.  On  this  occasion,  Lord  Bedesdale  made  the 
following  motion  : — *  As  it  is  now  admitted  hy  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
that  there  should  be  only  one  Court  of  Ultimate  Appeal  for  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  as  it  is  uncertain  whether  any  such  Court  can  be  newly 
constituted  in  England  which  will  give  the  same  satisfaction  to  Scotland 
and  Ireland  which  it  is  admitted  that  this  House  has  afforded,  it  is 
inexpedient  without  allowing  time  for  further  enquiry  to  pass  a  Bill 
whidi  establishes  a  separate  Court  of  Ultimate  Appeal  for  England,  and 
must  therefore  render  a  repeal  of  the  Settlement  under  the  Acts  of  Union 
necessary,  if  the  Appeals  from  those  countries  are  to  be  transferred  to 
that  Court,  the  formation  of  which  will  justify  Scotland  and  Ireland 
desiring  to  have  separate  Courts  of  Ultimate  Appeal  in  their  own  capitals 
if  no  longer  allowed  to  come  to  this  House  :  and  it  is  therefore  expedient 
that  the  consideration  of  the  amendments  made  by  the  House  of  Commons 
be  deferred  for  three  months/  This  motion  was  rejected  by  61  to  34, 
and  the  following  protest  was  inserted.  Of  the  protesting  Peers,  Lords 
Hertford,  Houghton,  Denbigh,  Abergavetmy,  and  Feyersham,  were  not  in 
the  division. 
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ist,  Because  the  Bill  was  returned  to  this  House  late  onTuesday 
nighty  and  the  ten  pages  of  important  amendments  made  hy  the 
Commons  were  only  delivered  to  the  Peers  in  the  course  of  this 
morning,  and  the  manner  in  which  it  might  be  proposed  to  deal 
with  any  of  them  either  by  rejection  or  alteration  was  unknown  to 
the  House  generally  until  after  the  motion  was  made  that  the 
Commons'  Amendments  be  now  considered. 

2ndly^  Because  by  assenting  to  this  Bill  this  House  abandons  its 
ancient  prerogative  of  being  the  Supreme  Court  of  Appeal  in 
England,  when  the  expediency  of  having  only  one  such  Court  for 
the  United  Kingdom  which  was  denied  by  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  while  it  was  passing  through  this  House,  is  now  admitted  by 
those  who  then  voted  agaiust  it,  and  as  it  must  be  uncertain 
whether  the  Court  constituted  under  this  Bill  will  give  the  aune 
satisfaction  to  Scotland  and  Ireland  which  it  is  admitted  that  this 
House  has  afforded,  it  is  important  that  time  should  be  allowed 
for  further  consideration  before  this  House  agrees  to  establish  a 
separate  Court  of  Ultimate  Appeal  for  England,  which  will  justify 
a  demand  from  Scotland  and  Ireland  for  similar  Courts  in  their 
own  capitals  if  no  longer  allowed  to  appeal  to  this  House. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedeedale. 

Frederic  Lygon,  Earl  Beauchamp. 

Charles  Cecil  John  Manners,  Duke  of  ButlancU 

Dunbar  James  Douglas,  Earl  of  Selkirk. 

Francis  Gkorge  Hugh  Seymour,  Marquis  of  Hertford. 

Richard  Monckton  Milnes,  Lord  Houghton. 

Budolph  William  Basil  Feilding,  Earl  of  Denbigh. 

Bichard  Somerset  Le  Peer  Trench,  ViBcount  Clancarty  (Earl  of 

Clancarty). 
Charles  Edmund  Law,  Ijord  EUenborough. 
William  Lennox  Bathurst,  Earl  Bathurst. 
Edward  Thomas  Howell  Thurlow,  Lord  Thurlow. 
Walter    Francis  Montagu  Douglas  Scott,   Earl  of   Donoaster 

(Duke  of  Buccleuch). 
William  Nevill,  Earl  of  Abergavenny. 
William  Ernest  Duncombe,  Earl  of  Feversham. 
Charles  George  Noel,  Earl  of  Gkunsborough. 
Alexander  Fraser,  Lord  Saltoun. 
William  Draper  Mortimer  Best,  Lord  Wynford. 
Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman,  for  the  whole  protest  down 

to  the  second  '  England '  in  the  second  paragraph. 


A.D.  i874-  PROTESTS.  489 

DCCOCXXVIIL 

June  22,  1874. 

The  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill  was  introduced  by  tbe  Lord 
Chancellor  (Cairns)  on  the  7  th  of  May.  The  Chancellor  explained  the 
measure  on  that  occasion,  when  his  policy  was  supported  by  Lords  Sel- 
bome  and  Moncrieff,  criticised  by  Lords  CHagan,  Penzance,  and  Cole* 
ridge,  and  objected  to  by  Lords  Denman  and  Bedesdale,  the  last  named 
on  the  ground  that,  it  was  inexpedient  to  surrender  the  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  Lords  (Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  ccxviii,  p.  1808). 
The  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  on  the  19th  of  May,  reported  on  the 
nth  of  June,  and  passed  on  the  22nd  of  June.  At  the  last  stage  Lord 
Denman  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  that  day  three  months,  but  did  not 
press  his  motion  to  a  division.  On  this  occasion  the  following  protest 
was  inserted.  The  Bill  was  subsequently  dropped  in  the  Commons  (on 
the  27th  of  July)  after  it  had  been  read  a  second  time. 

ist,  Because  tbis  House  as  a  Court  of  Ultimate  Appeal  for 
Ireland  has  secured  to  itself  the  approval  and  confidence  of  that 
country  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  so  entrusted  to  it,  and 
cannot  surrender  a  privilege  which  has  been  attended  with  a 
result  so  advantageous  to  its  character  without  injurious  conse- 
quences to  its  own  interests,  and  to  those  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

2ndly^  Because  this  abandonment  of  jurisdiction  is  uncalled  for 
by  any  expression  of  public  opinion^  and  has  been  openly  objected 
to  by  members  of  the  legal  profession  in  Ireland^  who  may  be  fairly 
held  to  represent  the  interests  and  wishes  of  the  suitors  and  their 
clients. 

3rdly,  Because  the  state  of  public  feeling  in  Ireland,  in  regard  to 
the  Imperial  Parliament,  renders  the  transfer  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
this  House,  so  respected  in  that  country,  to  a  new  and  untried 
English  Court  particularly  inexpedient  at  the  present  time. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

DCCCCXXIX,   DCCCCXXX. 

June  25,  1874. 

A  second  Bill  was  introduced  at  the  same  time  as  the  Irish  measure 
mentioned  in  the  introduction  to  the  last  protest,  by  the  Chancellor, 
under  the  title  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Amendment 
Bill.  The  purposes  of  the  Bill  may  l?e  gathered  from  the  same  speech 
(Hansard,  Thini  Series,  vol.  ccxviii,  p.  1808).  On  the  nth  of  June, 
when  the  motion  was  made  to  go  into  Committee,  Lord  Bedesdale  moved 


490  PROTESTS,  a.d.  1874. 

'That  as  it  is  admitted  that  this  House  is  preferred  by  SooUand  and 
Ireland  as  their  Court  of  Final  Appeal  to  any  other  which  has  been  pro- 
posed, and  as  a  satisfactory  Court  of  Final  Appeal  has  not  yet  been 
estabHshed  for  England,  it  will  be  expedient,  instead  of  proceeding  to 
create  a  new  Court  for  all  the  three  Kingdoms,  that  the  provisions  ci 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  of  last  Session  which  prohibit 
appeal  to  this  House  be  repealed,  and  that  time  be  thereby  allowed  for 
the  adoption  of  such  improvements  in  the  constitution  and  practice  ol 
this  House,  in  the  discharge  of  its  judicial  functions,  as  may  remove  the 
objections  which  have  been  taken  to  it  as  a  Court  of  Judicature,  and  that 
the  Committee  on  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Act  (1873)  Amend- 
ment Bill,  be  hereby  instructed  to  am^id  the  same  in  accordance  with 
this  resolution/  After  a  prolonged  debate  (Hansard,  Third  Series^ 
vol.  ccxix,  p.  1359),  Lord  Redesdale's  motion  was  rejected  by  29,  52* 
23.  The  BUI  was  read  a  third  time  on  the  25th  of  June,  when  Lord 
Denman  moved  that  it  should  be  read  a  third  time  that  day  three  months, 
but  found  no  second  teller  for  the  Noes. 

On  this  the  following  protests  were  inserted. 

ist,  Because  the  Act  which  this  Bill  purports  to  amend  was 
passed  on  condition  that  its  working  should  be  tried,  before  its 
application  to  Scotland  and  Ireland. 

2ndly,  Because  the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
this  Honourable  House,  1872,  has  been  disregarded  in  its  extension 
to  Ireland  and  Scotland. 

3rdly ,  Because  the  designation  of '  Imperial  Court '  is  less  worthy 
of  respect  than  *  Her  Majesty  in  Parliament '  and  '  Her  Majesty  in 
Council;'  whilst  an  advocate  of  Imperial  Bole  in  Ireland  was 
designated  an  imperious  Englishman — 1869.  See  Hansard,  voL 
<»tci,  p.  773. 

4thly^  Because,  though  professing  to  create  one  Imperial  Court 
of  Judicature^  this  Bill  proposes  many  sub-divisions  with  shifting 
duties  of  Judges,  instead  of  continuing  the  power  to  suitors  of 
knowing  that  high  officers  of  State  are  attending  the  Appeals  both 
in  the  House  of  Lords  and  in  the  Privy  Council. 

5thly,  Because  the  ecclesiastical  authorities  are  almost  excluded 
from  the  proposed  Imperial  Courts  and  their  limited  influence  as 
assessors  substituted  for  it. 

6thly^  Because  the  difficulties  of  creating  Lords  Chancellors  and 
Lords  Chief  Justices  Peers  have  been  greatly  exaggerated,  and  the 
difficulties  at  present  existing  resemble  such  as  are  pointed  out  in 
Lives  of  the  Chief  Justices,  vol.  iii.  p.  184,  line  a,  and  p.  291, 
line  10,  and  do  not  necessitate  the  incorporation  of  those  who 
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may  prefer  Life  Peerages,  as  members  of  the  highest  Court  of 
Appeal  in  the  United  ELingdom. 

7thlj,  Because,  since  the  passing  of  the  same  Act,  one  here- 
ditary Peer  has  been  created  for  England^  who  might  be  able 
occaraonaUy  to  assist  in  Appeals  in  this  House,  and  an  ex- 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  has  more  abundant  leisure  to  give  weight 
to  Appeals  from  Ireland,  whilst  the  Lord  Justice  Clerk  of  Scotland, 
being  an  hereditary  Peer^  could  always  communicate  on  Appeals 
from  Scotland  with  such  noble  Lords  as  may  sit  on  Appeals  in  the 
House  of  Lords. 

8thly,  Because  there  is  no  provision  for  allowing  Appellants  and 
Defendants  in  Appeals  from  obtaining  the  judgment  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  however  much  they  may  prefer  it  to  any  other  Imperial 
Court  of  Appeal. 

Thomas  Denman,  Lord  Denman. 

1st,  Because  by  this  Bill  the  House  finally  surrenders  all  its 
rig^hts  as  an  ultimate  Court  of  Appeal^  the  duties  of  which  it  has 
performed,  and  is  performing,  in  a  manner  which  has  given  general 
satisfaction^  as  is  proved  by  the  fact  that  no  public  demand  has 
been  made  for  such  surrender,  and  by  many  demonstrations,  espe- 
cially from  the  legal  profession,  in  favour  of  its  jurisdiction  being 
retained. 

andly,  Because  the  surrender  of  a  privilege  which  has  brought  so 
much  credit  to  this  House  must  be  injurious  to  its  character,  and 
particularly  as  the  House  must  appear  to  stand  self-condemned  as 
having  lost  ihskt  efficiency  which  has  hitherto  obtained  for  it  the 
good  opinion  of  the  public,  and  as  no  longer  able  to  perform 
properly  those  duties  with  which  it  has  been  entrusted  for 
centuries. 

3rdly^  Because  the  uncalled-for  change  of  a  jurisdiction  which 
has  gfiven  satis&ction  is  inexpedient,  and  the  transfer  of  it  to  a 
new  and  untried  Court  unwise. 

4thly,  Because  there  appear  grave  objections  to  the  constitution 
of  the  new  Court,  which  is  to  be  composed  of  nine  judges,  three 
ex  officio,  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  is  at  all  times  removable  by 
the  Crown,  together  with  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England  and 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  who  are  to  be  changed  alternately  every 
two  years  for  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas  and  the 
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Lord  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  and  six  other  jndges  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Crown  in  the  first  instance,  and  from  time  to 
time  as  vacancies  occur^  from  the  judges  of  the  Imperial  Court  of 
Appeal  for  three  years  only,  without  prejudice  to  the  re-nomination 
of  a  retiring  judge. 

5thly^  Because  this  frequent  transfer  of  judges  between  the 
Imperial  Court  of  Appeal  and  this  Court  will  impair  its  efficiency 
in  regard  to  English  causes^  as  it  may  frequently  occur  that  judges 
who  have  already  determined  a  cause  will  become  members  of  it 
before  such  cause  is  re-heard  by  such  Courts  whereby  the  number 
of  judges  proper  to  re-hear  the  same  may  be  inconveniently  limited. 

6thly,  Because  the  power  given  to  the  Crown  over  the  consti- 
tution of  this  Court  of  changing  any  of  the  six  out  of  the  nine 
judges  composing  it  after  a  three  years'  tenure  of  office,  tc^ether 
with  the  power  of  removing  one  of  the  three  ex  officio  judges  at  will, 
subjects  this  new  Court  to  the  direct  influence  of  the  Crown  in  a 
manner  which  appears  objectionable  on  constitutional  grounds. 

7thly,  Because  while  appeals  from  Scotland  and  Ireland  are  to 
be  conducted  before  the  new  Court  in  like  manner  substantially  as 
now  before  this  House^  those  in  England  are  to  be  by  re-hearing 
only,  for  the  purpose  of  saving  the  expense  to  the  suitors  of  new 
cases^  and  it  is  questionable  whether  the  due  administration  of  the 
law  will  be  as  effectually  secured  as  by  requiring  new  cases  framed 
on  the  better  understanding  of  the  disputed  points  arrived  at  on 
both  sides  at  the  former  hearings  to  be  presented  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal. 

John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  Lord  Bedesdale. 

Henry  Edward  John  Stanley,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley. 

The  Bill  was  subsequently  dropped,  after  a  second  reading  in  the 
Commons,  on  the  27  th  of  July,  and  a  short  Act  was  passed,  37  and 
38  Victoria,  cap.  83,  delaying  the  operation  of  the  Act  of  1873,  and 
repealing  the  second  section  of  it 
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%*  The  dfttes  are  thoee  of  sucoession  or  creation,  and  death.  Titles  in  parentheses 
are  thoee  of  Irish  or  Scotch  peerages  borne  by  Kngliah  peers.  Subsequent  grants  or 
saoceesions  are  annexed  to  the  first  title :  see  below  in  the  oases  of  Lords  Aberoom» 
Aberdeen,  and  Abeigavenny,    The  Boman  numerals  refer  to  the  protests. 

▲beroom.  Earl  of:  Jam^  Hamilton^  1744-1789 ;  Viscount  HamiltoD, 
1786. 
occzliiL  cccxliy. 

▲beroom,  Marquis  of:  John  James  Hamilton,  17  89-1 8 18. 
cccclxxxi. 

▲beroom.  Marquis  of:  James  Hamilton,  18 18.     (Duke  of  Abercom, 
1868). 
dcbdy.  dccccxiv. 

Aberdeen,  Earl  of:  WiUiam  Gordon,  17  20-1 7  45. 

cxcix.  cc.  cci.  ccii.  cciii.  cciv.  ccv.  ccvi.  ccvii.  ccviiL  ocix.  ccx,  ccxi. 
ccxii.  ccxiv.  ccxy.  ccxvi.  ccxvii.  ccxviii.  cczix.  ccxx.  ccxxi.  ccxxii. 
ccxxiii.  cczxiv.  ccxxix.  ccxxz.  ccxxxL  ocxxxii.  cciLXxiii.  cdiz.  cclx. 
cclxi.  cdxii.  cclxiii.  ccbdy. 

Aberdeen,  Earl  of:  Qeorge  Gordon,  1745-1801. 
ccccy. 

Aberdeen,  Earl  of:   George  Gordon,   1 801-1860;  Viscount  Gordon, 
1814-1860. 
dxix. 

Abergavenny,  Lord:  C^rge  Neyill,  1660-1666. 
xyii. 

Abergavenny,  Lord:  George  Neyill,  1695-1721. 
cxyi.  cxix.  cxx.  cxlii.  cxlyii 

Abergavenny,  Lord :  William  Neyill,  1724-1745. 
cclxxvii. 

Abergavenny,  Lord  :  George  Neyill,  1745-1784;  Earl  of  Abergayennjii 
1784-1785. 
cccxlii.    cccxly.    ccczlix.    ccd.    cccli.   ccclii.    cccliii.    ccclyii.    ccdxyi. 
cccbrvii.   ccclxxi.   ccclxxii.   ccclxxyi.   ccclxxyiii.  ccclxxxii.   ccclxxxiii, 
ccdxxxiy.  ccclxxxv.  ccclxxxyi.  ccdxxxyii.  cccxcii. 
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Abergayexmyy  Earl  of:  Henry  Nevill,  1785-1843. 
occciv.  coccv. 

Abergavenny,  Earl  of :  William  Nevill,  1868. 
dccccxi  dccccxiy.  dccccxxvii. 

Abingdon,  Earl  of :  James  Bertie,  168  3-1699. 
Ixxiv.  Ixxix.  Izzx.  cvii.  ciz. 

Abingdon,  Earl  of:  Montagu  Bertie,  1 699-1 743. 

cxxiii.  cxxiv.  czxv.  oxxvi  cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxiii. 
cxxxiii.  cxxxiv.  cxxxy.  cxxxvi  cxliv.  cxlvi.  cxlviii.  cli.  div.  dxy. 
clxvi.  dxvii.  cLcxxL  clxxxiL  clxxxiii.  clxxxiv.  dxxxv.  cIxxxyL 
clxxxvii.  clxxxviii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxcL  cxcvii.  cxcyiii.  ccxlviL  ccxlyiiL 
cclv.  cclvi  cclyii  cclviii  cclxv.  cdxx.  cclxxi.  cclxxii.  cdxxiiL 
cclxxiv.  cclxxy.  cclxxyi.  oclxxvii.  cclxrviii.  cclxxix.  cdxxxiL  ocxc. 
ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvL  ccxcix.  ccc.  cccL  cccriL  occxiiL  cocxiT. 
cccxv.  cccxvi  cccxyii  cccxix.  ccczx.  eccxxi.  occxziL  cccxxiy.  cccxxr. 
cccxxvi 

Abingdon,  Earl  of:  Willonghbj  Bertie,  1 743-1762. 
cccxxyiii.  cccxxix.  cccxxxi. 

Abingdon,  Earl  of:  Willoughby  Bertie,  1762-1799. 

ccclL  ccclii  coclyiL  ccdviii.  ccclzL  ccclxii.  ccclxy.  ccclxvL  ooclxTii. 
ccclxx.  ccclxxL  ccclzxii.  ccclxxv.  ccclxxvi.  ccclxxviiL  corJxxix. 
ccclxxxY.  ccclxxxvi.  ccclxxxvii.  cccxciL  cccxciv.  cccxcy.  ccocxi« 
ccccliv. 

Abingdon,  Earl  of:  Montagu  Bertie,  17 99-1 854. 

dlxxxv.  dcxii.  dcxlv.  dcxlvi  dcbdv.  dclxy.  ddxyi  ddxviiL  dcbdx. 
dclxx.  ddxzL  dclxxii.  dclxxiv.  dclxxxvii.  dclxzxviiL  dcclilL  dcdix. 
dcclxii. 

Abinger,  Lord :  Robert  Oampbell  Scarlett,  1 844-1 861. 
dcccxvi. 

Ailesbury,  Earl  of :  Robert  Bruce,  1664-1685.     (Earl  of  Elgin.) 
xxxix.  zli 

Ailesbury,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Bruce,  1685-1741.     (Earl  of  Elgin.) 
Ixxxyiii.  Ixxxix.  xciii.  xcvii.  ci. 

Ailesbury,  Earl  of:  Charles  Bruce,  1741-1747.     (Earl  of  Elgin.) 
cccxxiv.  cccxxv.  cccxxvi.  cccxxyii.  cccxxviiL  cccxxix.  cecxxx. 

Ailesbury,  Earl    of:    Charles    Bruce    Brudenell  Bruce,    1814-1831; 
Marquis  of  Ailesbury,  182 1-1856. 
dlxxxv.  dlxxxviiL 

Ailesbury,  Marquis  of :  Charles  Bruce  Brudenell  Bruce,  1821-1856. 
dcxlv.  dcxlvi.  dclxxiv. 

Ailsa,  Lord:     Archibald   Kennedy,    1 806-1 846.      (Earl  of  Caadlis), 
(Marquis  of  Ailsa,  183 1.) 
ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  dxviii.  djcx.  dxxi.  dxxii.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvL 

Airlie,  Earl  of:  David  Ogilvy,  1 819-1849. 
dcccxvi. 
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Albemarld,  Bake  of:  Oeorge  Monk,  1660-^1670. 
ziy.  ZY.  xzx. 

Albemarle,  Earl  of:  Oeorge  Eeppel,  1754-1772. 
occzlv.  cccxlviii.  ccczlix.  cccl.  ccclviL 

Albemarle,  Earl  of:  William  Charles  Keppel,  1772-1849. 
ccccxxii.     ooccxxiiL     coccxxiv.     ccccxxxii.     ccccxxxiii.     cocoxxady. 
ccccxlviii.    ccccbdv.    cccclxv.    cccclxvi.    ccccxciii.   ccccxciv.   ccccxcvi. 
ccccxcvii  di.  dii.  diii.  dxviii.  dxx.  dxxi.  dxxii.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi. 
dxxvlL  dxxix.  dlviii.  dlxx.  dlxxi.  dlxxxi.  dlxxxiii.  dccviiL  dccxlii. 

Albemarle,  Earl  of:  Oeorge  Thomas  Eeppel,  1851. 
dccclxxxix. 

Alvanley,  Lord:  William  Arden,  1804- 1849. 
dlviiL 

Amherst,  Earl :  William  Pitt  Amherst,  1857. 
dccccxiv. 

Aneaster  and  Kesteven,  Duke  of :  Peregrine  Bertie,  17 23-1 742. 
cclxxviL 

Aneaster  and  Eesteven,  Duke  of:  Peregrine  Bertie,  1742-1778. 
cccxxix.  ccclxxxiii. 

Anglesey,  Earl  of:  Arthur  Annesley,  1 661-1686. 
xyiL  XX.  xxi.  xxv.  xxxL   xxxiv.   xxxvi.  xxxvii.  xliv.   xlvi.   xlviii. 
xlix.  L  IL  lii.  IvL  lix.  Ix.  Ixi.  Ixii. 

Anglesey,  Earl  of:  James  Annesley,  1690- 1702. 
cxiv.  cxv.  cxix.  cxx. 

Anglesey,  Earl  of:  John  Annesley,  1702-17 10. 
cxlvL  cL  cU.  diL  cliii.  cliv.  civ.  clx.  clxii.  clxv.  clxvii.  olxviiL 

Anglesey,  Earl  of :  Arthur  Annesley,  1710-1737. 
dxxxiy.    ccxxy.    ccxxyiL   ccxxyiii.    ccxxix.    ccxxx.    ccxxxi.    ccxxxii. 
ccxxxiy.   ccxxxyiii.   ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  ccxc.  ccxcix. 
ccc.  cccl.  cccii.  ccciii. 

Annandale,  Marquis  of:  William  Johnstone,  1 701-17 21. 
chili,  dxiy. 

Anson,  Yiscount:  Thomas  William  Anson,  1818-1831;  Earl  of  Lich- 
field, 1 831-1854. 
dlxxxyi. 

Archer,  Lord:  Andrew  Archer,  1768-1778. 
cccxlix.  cccl.  ccdi.  cccliii.  ccclxi.  ccclxy.  ccdxyi.  ccclxx.  ccdxxii. 

Arden,  Lord:  Charles  Oeorge  Perceval,  1 802-1 840. 
dcxlvL 

Ardrossan,  Lord :  Archibald  William  Montgomerie,  18 19-61 ;  (Earl  of 
Eglinton). 
deccxvi.  dcccxxx.  dcccxlvl. 

Arlington,  Lord :  Henry  Bennet,  1664-1672 ;  Earl  of  Arlington,  1672- 
1685. 
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Armagh^  Archbishop  of :  John  Geoi*ge  de  la  Poer  Beresford,  182 2-1862. 
dcbdy. 

AnmdeU  of  Trerioe,  Lord :  John  Anrndell,  1 688-1 697. 
Ixxxix.  xc.  cix. 

AnmdeU  of  Trerioe,  Lord :  John  Arundell,  1706-1773. 
ccxxxiv.  ccxzxvi.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxliiL  cGxlviL  cczlviiL 

ArundeU  of  Wardour,  Lord :  Henry  Arondell,  1 648-1 694. 
xvii. 

ArundeU  of  Wardour,  Lord :  Henry  Benedict  ArundeU,  1834-62. 
dcccly.  dccclxxxiiL 

ArundeU  of  Wardour,  Lord :  John  Francis  Anmdell,  i86a. 
dccccxi. 

Ashbumhamy  Lord:  John  Ashbumham,  1689-17 10. 
IxxviL  Ixxxix.  xciii.  cxxvii.  civ.  clxvii. 

Ashbumham,  Lord:  John  Ashbumham,  17 10-1730;  Earl  of  Ash- 
bumham,  1730-1737. 
clxix.  clxx.  clxxL  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxxi.  clxxxiL  clxxxiT.  clxxxviL 
cxcix.  ccxiv.  ccxvL  ccxvii.  ccxviii.  ccxix.  ccxxv.  ccxxvi.  ccxxviL 
ccxxviii.  ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxvii.  ccxxxviiL 
ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxliL  ccxliii.  ccxlvi.  cclvi.  cclviL  cclx. 

Ashbumham,  Earl  of :  John  Ashbnmham,  1 737-1822. 
cccxlii. 

Ashburton,  Lord:  Richard  Barr^  Dunning,  1 783-1823. 
dxxxi.  dxli.  dxcii. 

Ashburton,  Lord :  Alexander  Baring,  1835-48. 
dcccxvi.  dcccxviii.  dcccxxviii. 

Ashley,  Lord  :  Anthony  Ashley  Cooper,  1 661-167 2;  Earl  of  Shaftes- 
bury, 1672-1683. 

XXXV. 

Auckland,  Lord:  William  Eden,  17 93-18 14. 

cccclxxii.  cccdxxiii.  cccclxxvii.  ccccxcii.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  ccccxcviL 
ccccxcviii.  d. 

Auckland,  Lord:  George  Eden,  1814-1839;  Earl  of  Auckland,  1839- 
1849. 
dlviii.    dlx.    dlxii.    dlxx.    dlxxii.    dlxxx.    dlxxxiii   dlxxxiv.    dcxiiL 
dccviii, 

Auckland,  Earl  of:  George  Eden,  1 839-1849. 
dcclxxvii.  dcclxxxiii.  dccxc. 

Audley,  Lord :  James  Touchet^  1 634-1 684.     (Earl  of  Castlehaven.) 
XX.  XXV.  xli. 

Audley,  Lord  :  James  Touchet,  1 686-1 700.     (Earl  of  Castlehaven.) 
cxiv.  cxix.  exx, 

Audley,  Lord :  John  Talbot  Touchet,  1769-1777.    (Earl  of  Castlehaven.) 
cccxlix.  cccl.  cccliii. 
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Andley,  Lord:  George  Tbicknesse  Touchet,  1777-1818. 
cccciv.  ccccv. 

Aylesford,  Earl  of:  Heneage  Finch,  1714-1719. 
clxxxiv.  clxxxv. 

Aylesford,  Earl  of:  Heneage  Finch,  17 19-1757. 

cxcviiL  cxcix.  cc.  ccL  ccii.  cciii.  cciv.  ccv.  ccx.  ccxL  ccxiL  ccxiii. 
ccxv.  ccxvL  ccxvii.  ccxxv.  ccxxvii.  ccxxviii.  ccxxxiv.  ccxxxv. 
ccxxxvi.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxiii.  ccxliii.  ccxlv.  cclxiv. 
cclxx.  cclxxi.  cclxxii.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv.  cclxxvi.  cclxxvii.  cclxxx. 
cclxxxv.  ccxcii,  ccxciiL  ccxciv.  ccxcvii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii.  ccciii. 
cccvii.  cccviii.  cccix.  cccx.  cccxi.  cccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  cccxvi. 
eccxvii.  cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxi.  cccxxii.  cccxxiv.  cccxxv. 
occxxvi.  cccxxxi. 

Aylesford,  Earl  of:  Heneage  Finch,  1757-1777. 
cccxliiL  cccxliy.  cccxlix.  cccl. 

Aylesford,  Earl  of :  Heneage  Finch,  1777-1812. 
dxxTiii. 

Aylesford,  Earl  of:  Heneage  Finch,  181 2-1859. 
dclxxiy.  dclxxv.  dcxc. 

Balmerino,  Lord:  John  Elphinstone,  1704-1736. 
dxxv.  clxxviii. 

Bandon,  Earl  of:  James  Bernard,  1830-1856. 
dcccxlvi. 

Bandon,  Earl  of :  Francis  Bernard,  1856. 
dccccxiv. 

Bangor,  Bishop  of:  Humphrey  Humphreys,  1689-1701. 
Ixxx. 

Bangor,  Bishop  of:  John  Evans,  1 701-17 15. 

cxUi.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxxvii.  clxxix. 

Bangor,  Bishop  of:  John  Egerton,  1 756-1 769. 
cccxliii.  cccxliv. 

Bangor,  Bishop  of:  John  Ewer,  1769-1774. 
cccxlix.  cccl.  ccdi.  ccclvii. 

Bangor,  Bishop  of  :  John  Warren,  1 783-1 800. 
ccccxi. 

Bangor,  Bishop  of:  Christopher  Bethel,  18  30-1 85  9. 
dcccxvL 

Bantry,  Earl  of:  "William  Henry  Hare  Hedges  White,  1868. 
dccccxiv. 

Barham,  Lord:    Charles  Noel,   1 823-1 841;    Earl  of  Gainsborough, 
1841-1866. 
dccxlii. 

Barnard,  Lord :  Christopher  Vane,  1698-17  23. 
cxliv. 
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Bath,  Earl  of:  Henry  Boarchier,  1 636-1 654. 

•  •  • 

Vlll. 

Bath,  Earl  of:  John  Granville,  1661-1701. 

XXX.  xlviii.  Ixix.  Ixxiii.  Ixxv.  Ixxxi.  Ixxxii.  Ixxxiii.  Ixxxviii.  cv.  dx. 
ex.  cxi.  cxxvi. 

Bath,  Marqnis  of:  John  Alexander  Thjnne,  1837. 
dccclxiy.  dccclxy.  dccdxxviii. 

Bath  and  WellSy  Bishop  of:  Arthur  Lake,  1616-1626. 
1. 

Bath  and  Wells,  Bishop  of:  William  Pierce,  1632-1670. 

V. 

Bath  and  Wells,  Bishop  of:  Richard  Kidder,  1 691-1703. 
cix. 

Bath  and  Wells,  Bishop  of:  George  Hooper,  17 04-1 727. 
cxlvi.  cxlix.  clii.  cliv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii.  clxxxii. 

Bath  and  Wells,  Bishop  of:  George  Henry  Law,  18  24-1 845. 
dcxlvii. 

Bath  and  Wells,  Bishop  of  :  Richard  Bagot,  1 845-1 854. 
dcccxxx. 

Bathurst,  Lord:   Allen  Bathurst,  1712-1772;   Earl  Bathurst>   1772- 

1775- 
clxxxi.    clxxxii.    clxxxiv.   clxxxv.   clxxxvi.    dxxxviii.   dxxxix.    cxc 

cxci.   cxcii.   cxciii.  cxciv.  cxcv.  cxcvi.   cxcviL  cxcviiL  cxcix.  cc.  oci, 

ccii.  cciii.  cciv.  ccv.  ccvi.  ccvii.  ccviiL  ccx.  ccxL  ccxii.  ccxiii.  ccxiy. 

ccxv.  ccxvi.  ccxvii.  ccxviii    ccxix.  ccxx.  ccxxi.  ccxxii.  ccxxiii.  ccxxIt. 

ccxxv.    ccxxvi.    ccxxvii.    ccxxviii.    ccxxix.    ccxxx.    ccxxxL    ocxxxii. 

ccxxxiii.  ccxxxiy.  ccxxxv.  ccxxxvi  ccxxxvii.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  cczl. 

ccxli.  ccxiii.  ccxliii.  ccxlv.  ccxlvi.  ccxlviL   ccxlviii.  cclvi.  cclviL  cdx. 

cclxi.    cclxii.    cclxiii.    cclxiv.    cclxv.    cclxvi.    cclxviii.    cclxix,    cclxx. 

cclxxii.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv.  cclxxviL  cclxxviiL  cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cdxxxiL 

cclxxxiii.  cclxxxi  V.  cclxxx  v.  cclxxxvi.  cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii.  cclxxxix. 

ccxc.   ccxcii.   ccxciii.   ccxciy.   ccxcy.   ccxcyi.   ccxcyii.  ccxcyiiL  ccxcix. 

ccc.   ccci.  cccii.  ecciii.   ccciy.  cccy.   cccvi.   cccyii.   cccyiii.  cccix.  occx. 

cccxi.  cccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiy.  cccxy.  cccxyi.   cccxyii.   occzyiii.   occxix. 

cccxx.  cccxxiy.  cccxxy. 

Bathurst,  Earl :  Henry  Bathurst,  1775-1794. 
ccclxxyii.  ccccxi. 

Bathurst,  Earl :  Henry  Bathurst,  1794-1834. 
dxxyiii.  dclxii.  dclxiy.  dclxxxii. 

Bathurst,  Earl:  William  Lennox  Bathurst,  1866. 
dccccxxyii. 

Bayning,  Lord:  Henry  William  Powlett,  1823-1866. 
dclxiy.  dcccxlvi. 

Beauchamp,  Earl :  John  Reginald  Beauchamp  Pyndar,  1823-1853. 
dcxxiy.  dcxxxyiii.  dclxiy.  dcxci. 
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Beauoluunp,  Earl:  Frederic  William  Lygon,  1866. 
dccccxiy.  decccxxvii. 

Seauforty  Duke  of:  Henry  Somerset,  1699-1714. 

clii.  cliii.  cliv.  civ.  clx.  clxv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii.  dxxiv. 

Beaufort,  Duke  of:  Henry  Somerset,  17 14-1746. 

cclxv.  cclxvi.  cclxviii.  cclxix.  cclxx«  cclxxi.  cclxxii.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv. 
cclxxv.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii.  ccciii.  cccv.  cccvii.  cccix.  cccx.  cccxv.  cccxvi. 
cccxvii.  cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxiv.  cccxxv.  cccxxvi.  cccxxviii. 
cccxxix.  cccxxx. 

Beaufort,  Duke  of*!  Charles  Noel  Somerset,  1 746-1 756. 
cccxxxi.  eccxxxii. 

Beaufort,  Duke  of:  Henry  Charles  Somerset,  1 803-1835. 
dccL 

Beaufort,  Duke  of:  Henry  Somerset,  1835-1853. 
dccliii.  dccliv.  dcccxv.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi. 

Beaulieu,    Lord:    Edward    Hussey  Montagu,    176 2-1 784;    Earl   of 
Beaulieu,  1 784-1802. 
ccdxxviii.  ccclxxxii.  ccclxxxv.  ccclxxxvi.  ccclxxxvii. 

Beaumont^  Lord:  Miles  Thomas  Stapleton,  1 840-1 854. 
dcclxv.  dcclxxix.  dcclxxxiii.  dcccxvi. 

Bedford,  Earl  of:  Francis  Eussell,  1627-1641. 
u. 

Bedford,  Earl  of:   William   Russell,   1 641-1694;    Duke  of  Bedford, 
1 694-1 700. 
iii.  iv.  vi.  xvii.  xxxix.  xli.  xlii.  xliii.  xlviii.  Iv.  Ivii.  Iviii.  Ixiii,  Ixxi. 
Ixxvii.  Ixxviii.  Ixxxi.  xc. 

Bedford,  Duke  of:  Wriothesley  Russell,  1700-17 11. 
clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii. 

Bedford,  Duke  of:  Wriothesley  Russell,  1711-1732. 
cdxx.  cclxxvii. 

Bedford,  Duke  of:  John  Russell,  1732-1771. 

cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv,  ccxcv. 
ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccvi.  cccxvii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxiv. 
cccxxv.  cccxxvi.  cccxxviL  cccxxviii.  cccxxix.  cccxxx.  cccxxxix. 
cccxliii.  cccxlvii. 

Bedford,  Duke  of :  Francis  Russell,  1771-1802. 

ccccii.  cccciii.  cccciv.  ccccv.  ccccxxii.  ccccxxiii.  ccccxxiv.  ccccxxvi. 
ceccxxvii.  ccccxxxi.  ccccxxxii.  ccccxxxiii.  ccccxxxviii.  ccccxlii.  ccccxliv. 
ccccxiviii.  cccclxvi. 

Bedford,  Duke  of:  John  Russell,  1802- 1839. 

ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  d.  diii.  dxi.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dli.  dlviii.  dlxxii. 
dlxxiii.  dlxxiv.  dlxxxi.  dlxxxiii.  dlxxxiv. 

BeUiaTen,  Lord:  John  Hamilton,  1708-17 21. 
clxxxix.  cxc.  exciv. 
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Belhayen  and  Stenton,  Lord :  Robert  Montgomery  Hamilton,  1814* 
1868;  English  Peer,  1831. 
dlxxxiv.  dlxxxvi. 

Belmore,  Earl  of:  Somerset  Lowry  Cony,  1 802-1841. 
dlxxxv.  dcci. 

Belmore,  Earl  of:  Somerset  Henry  Lowry  Corry,  1845. 
dccclxxviii.  dcccci. 

Beresford,  Viscount:  William  Carr  Beresford,  1 823-1854. 
dclxii.  dclxiv.  dclxxxii.  dcxcvi.  dcccxvi. 

Berkeley,  Lord :  George  Berkeley,  1658-167 9 ;  Earl  of  Berkeley,  1679- 
1698. 
liii. 

Berkeley,  Earl  of:  George  Berkeley,  1679-1698. 
cxiv. 

Berkeley,  Earl  of:  Charles  Berkeley,  1698-17 10. 
clxi. 

Berkeley,  Earl  of:  James  Berkeley,  17 10-1736. 
clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxx. 

Berkeley,  Earl  of :  Frederic  Augustus  Berkeley,  1755-1810. 
cccxlix.  cccl.  dxiii. 

Berkeley  of  Berkeley,  Lord:  Charles  Berkeley,  1 689-1 698. 
Ixxi.  xcv.  cxiv. 

Berkeley  of  Stratton,  Lord :  John  Berkeley,  1658-1678. 
xxii.  XXV.  XXX. 

Berkeley  of  Stratton,  Lord :  John  Berkeley,  1682-1697. 
Ixiii.  Ixxxv. 

Berkeley  of  Stratton,  Lord :  William  Berkeley,  1697-174 1. 

cxlii.   clxvi.    clxxxv.    clxxxvi.    clxxxviL    clxxxix.   cxc.    cxcii.    cxciiL 
ccxxxiv.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  ccxlviii. 

Berkeley  of  Stratton,  Lord :  John  Berkeley,  1741-1773. 
cccxxiv. 

Berkshire,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Howard,  16 26-1 669. 
xiv.  xxii.  XXX. 

Berkshire,  Earl  of:  Charles  Howard,  1 669-1 679. 
xxxix.  xJ,  xli.  xlii.  xliii.  xlvii. 

Berkshire,  Earl  of:  Henry  Bowes  Howard,  1706-17 45;  and  Earl  of 
Suffolk,  I745-I757- 
clxv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii.  clxxiv.  clxxxiv.  cclxv.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv. 
cclxxvi.  cclxxvii.  cclxxxv.  cclxxxvi.  cclxxxviii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxeii, 
ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii.  occiiL 
ccciv.  cccvi.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  cccxvi.  cccxvii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxiv. 
cccxxvi.  cccxxxi. 

Berwick,  Lord:  Richard  Noel  Hill,  1 842-1 848. 
dcccxvi. 


INDEX  OF  SIGNATURES.  501 

Beyerley,  Earl  of :  Gteorge  Percy,  1830-1865;  Duke  of  Northumberland, 
1865-1869. 
dcbuY.  dcbiy.  dclxviii.  dclxxii.  dclxxv.  dccxliv.  dccxlvi.  dcccxvi. 

Bezley,  Lord:  Nicholas  Vansittart,  1823-1851. 

dcxxxviii.    dcxlv.    dcxlvi.     dclxiv.     dclxxviii.     dclxxxvi    dclxxxvii, 
ddxxxviii.  dcxc.  dcxcL  dcxcviii  dcci. 

Bingley,  Lord:  Kobert  Benson,  17 13-1730. 
dxxxiy.  dxxxix.  cxa  cxci.  cxcvi.  cxcviL  cxcix.  cc.  cci.  ccii.  cciii. 
cciv.  ccviiL  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxvi.  ccxvii.  ccxxv. 
ccxxvi.  ccxxix.  ccxxx.  cexxxi.  cczxxii.  ccxxxiv.  ccxxxv.  ccxxxvi. 
ccxxxvii.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxiz.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  ccxlv.  ccxlvi. 
ccxlvii.  ccxlviii.  cclxiv. 

BlantyrOy  Lord :  Walter  Stuart,  1704-17 13. 
clxxv.  clxxviii. 

BoIingbrokOy  Earl  of:  Oliver  St.  John,  1624-1646. 

•  •       •  •  •       • 

U.   IV.    VU.   IX. 

Bolingbrokey  Earl  of :  Oliver  St.  John,  1646-1688. 
xvi  xviiL  xix.  xx.  xxxiiL 

Bolingbroke,  Earl  of:  Paulet  St.  John,  1688-17 11. 
Ixxiii. 

Bolingbrokey  Viscount :  Frederic  St.  John,  1751-1787. 
cccxliii. 

Bolton,  Duke  of:  Charles  Paulet,  1 689-1 699. 
IxviiL  Ixix.  Ixx.  Ixxiii.  Ixxv.   Ixxvii.   Ixxviii.  Ixxxi.   Ixxxii.   Ixxxiii. 
Ixxxv.  xcv.  xcviii.  civ.  cviii. 

Bolton,  Duke  of:  Charles  Paulet,  1699-172 2. 
cxviii.   cxix.  cxx.  cxlii.  cxlvii.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxxvii. 
clxxix.  clxxx. 

Bolton,  Duke  of:  Charles  Paulet,  1722-1754. 
cdxxxix.  ccxd.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxeiv.  ccxcv.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii. 
ccciiL  cccv. 

Bolton,  Duke  of:  Charles  Paulet,  17  59-1 765. 
cccxli.  cccxlii 

Bolton,  Duke  of:  Harry  Paulet,  1 765-1 794. 
occxlviii.     cccxlix.    cccl.     cccli.     cccliL     cccliii.    ccclxxvL    ccclxxviii. 
ccclxxix.  ccclxxxiii.  ccclxxxv.  cccxc. 

Bolton,  Lord:  "William  Orde  Poulett,  1807-1850. 
dcccxvi. 

Boston,  Lord:  Frederic  Irby,  1775-1825. 
dxxviii. 

BoBton,  Lord:  George  Irby,  1825-1856. 
dcxxiv.  dccx.  dcccxvi. 

Boyle,  Lord :  Charles  Boyle,  1711-1737.     (Earl  of  Orrery.) 

clxxv.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxcii  cxciii.  cxciv.  cxcv.  cxcviii.  cxcix.  cc. 
cci.  ccii.  cciii.  cciv.   ccv.   ccvi.    ccx.  ccxi.   ccxii.   ccxiii.   ccxiv.   ccxv 
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ccxvi.  ccxvii.  ccxviii.  ccxbc.  ccxx.  ccxxi.  ccxxiL  ccxxiii.*  ccxxIt. 
ccxlv.  ccxlvi.  ccxlviii.  ccl.  ccli.  cclii.  cclv.  cclxi.  cclxiL  cclxiiL  ccbdv. 
cclxv.  cclxviii.  cclxix.  cclxx.  cclxxi.  cclxxiiL  cclxxiv.  cclxxvL  cclxxviL 
cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxii.  cclxxxiii.  cclxxxiv.  cclxxxix.  ccxa  ocxdi. 
ccxciii.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii.  ccciii.  ccciv. 

Boyle,  Loi-d :  John  Boyle,  173 7- 1762.     (Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 
cccvii.  cccviii.  cccxxv.  cccxxix.  cccxxxi. 

Boyle,  Lord:  Edmund  Boyle,  1 764-1 798.     (Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 
cccxlix.  cccl.  cccli.  cccliii.  cccUx.  ccclxi.  ccclxx.  cocci  v.  ccccv. 

Bradford,  Earl  of:  Francis  Newport,  1 694-1 708. 
civ.  cvi.  cxi.  cxxxix. 

Bradford,  Earl  of:  Richard  Newport,  1708- 17  23. 
clxxvi.  clxxvii.  clxxx. 

Bradford,  Earl  of:  George  Augustus  Frederic  Henry  Bridgman,  1825^' 
1865. 
dcxlvL  dclxxi.  dcccxvi. 

Breadalbahe^Lord :  John  Campbell,  1806-1834.  (Earl  of  Breadalbane.) 
Marquis  of  Breadalbane,  1831-34. 
cccciv.  ccccv.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  dccxiii. 

Breadalbane,  Marquis  of:  John  Campbell,  1834-1862. 
dcclxxx.  dcclxxxi.  dccclxix. 

Breoknook,  Earl  of:  James  Butler,  1 660-1 682.     (Duke  of  Ormonde, 
1 66 1.)     Duke  of  Ormonde,  1 682-1 688. 
xiv.  XV.  xvii. 

Bridgewater,  Earl  of:  John  Egerton,  1 649-1 686. 

xvii.  xxii.  xxv.  xxvii.  xxxi.  xxxiv.  xxxix.  xli.  xlii.  xliiL  xlv.  xlvii. 
xlviii. 

Bridgewater,  Earl  of:  John  Egerton,  1 686-1 701. 

Ixix.  Ixxxi.  Ixxxii.  Ixxxiii.  Ixxxv.  xc.  xcv.  c.  civ.  cvi.  cxx. 

Bridgewater,  Earl  of:  Scroop  Egerton,  1 701-17 20;  Doke  o^  172a- 

clxi.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxxvii. 

Bridgewater,  Duke  of  :  Scroop  Egerton,  17 20-1 745. 

cclxx.  cclxxvii.  cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxii.  cclxxxiii  cclxxxiv.  cclxxxv. 
cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii.  ccciii. 
cccvi.  cccvii.  cccix.  cccx.  cccxi.  cccxii.  cccxiii  cccxiv.  cccxv.  cccxvL 
cccxvii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxi.  cccxxiv.  cccxxvi.  occxxviii.  cccxxix. 
cccxxx. 

Bridgewater,  Duke  of :  Francis  Egerton,  1748-1863. 
cccxliii.  cccxliv. 

Bridgewater,  Earl  of:  John  William  Egerton,  1803-1823. 
dlxxxix. 

Bristol,  Earl  of  :  George  Digby,  1 653-1 676. 
xvii.  XXX.  xxxix.  xl.  xliii. 
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FriBtd,  Earl  of :  John  Digby,  1676-1698. 
ciz. 

Bristol,  Earl  of:  John  Hervey,  1714-1751. 

clzxxiy.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxcix.  cc.  cci.  ccii.  cciii.  cciv.  ccv.  ccvi. 
ccviL  ccviii.  ccx.  ccxL  ccxii.  ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxvi.  ccxvii.  ccxviii. 
ccxix.  cczx.  ccxxi.  ccxxii.  ccxxiii.  ccxxyi.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxiv.  ccxlv. 
ccxivii.  ccxlviii.  ccliv.  cdvi.  cclvii.  cclix.  ccbd.  cclxii.  cclxiii.  cclxx. 
cdxxiii.  cclxxiv.  cdxxvii.  cclxxix.  cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxiL  cclxxxiii. 
oclxzziv.  cclxxxyi.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii. 
cccviL  ccGxi.  cccxiL  cccxiiL  cccxiv.  cccxvii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxvii. 

Bristol,  Earl  of:  Augastus  John  Hervey,  1755-17 79* 
cccxliL  cccxlviL  ccclxxix.  ccclxxx. 

Bristol,  Kflhop  of:  GKlbert  Ironside,  1689- 1 691. 
Imv. 

Bristol,  Bishop  of:  John  Robinson,  1710-1713. 
clxxiy. 

Bristol,  Bishop  of :  Qoorge  Smallridge,  171 4-1 719. 
dxxxiL  dxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxcii.  cxciii.  cxciv.  cxcv. 

Bristol,  Bishop  of:  Thomas  Newton,  1 761-1782. 
cccxliii.  cccxliv. 

Bristol,  Bishop  of:  Christopher  Wilson,  178  3- 1792. 
cccc.  cccciv.  ccccv. 

Bristol,  Bishop  of:  Robert  Gray,  1827-1834. 
ddxiv. 

Brodrick,    Lord :    George    Alan    Brodrick,    1836-1848.      (Viscount 
Midleton.) 
dcccxv.  dcccxvi. 

Brodrick,   Lord :    William   John  Brodrick,    1863-1870.      (Viscount 
Midleton.) 
dccccxiy. 

Brooke,  Lord :  Robert  Greville,  1628-1642. 
iL  iv.  vL  vii  ix. 

Brooke,  Lord :  Fulke  Greville,  1676-1710. 
Iv.  c. 

Brooke,  Lord:  William  Greville,  1711-1727. 
cxcviii.  ccxxviii.  ccxxix.  ccxxx.   ccxxxi.   ccxxxii.   ccxxxviii.   ccxxxix. 
ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxiii.  ccxliii.  cclvi.  cclvii.  cclxiv. 

Brooke  and  Warwick,  Earl:  Francis  Greville,  1746;  Earl  of  War- 
wick, 1759-1773- 
cccxxxix. 

Brooke  and  Warwick,  Earl :  Henry  Richard  Greville,  1816-1853. 
dlxxxv.  dclxv.  dclxxiv.  ddxxv.  dcci.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi. 

Brooke  and  Warwick,  Earl :  George  Guy  Greville,  1853. 
docdxxxviii.  dccccxi.  dccccxiv. 
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Brougham  and  Vaux,  Lord:  Henry  Brougham,  1 830-1868. 

dcxcix.  dccv.  dccviii.  dccix.  dccxiii.  dccxvii.  dccxviii.  dccxix.  dccxx. 
dccxxii.  dccxxiii.  dccxxiv.  dccxxv.  dccxxvi.  dccxxvii.  dccxxviiL 
dccxxxiii.  dccxxxvii.  dccxlvii.  dcclv.  dcclxxzvii.  dcclxzxix.  dcocvii. 
dcccix.  dcccxviii.  dcccl.  dccclxxvii. 

Brownlow,  Earl:  John  Gust,  1 807-1853. 

dcxxlL  dcxxiv.  dcxxvi.  dcxxxviii.  dcxlv.  dcxlvi.  dclxiv.  dclxxxiv. 

Bruce  of  Whorlton,  Lord  :  Thomas  Bruce,  1 641-1643.  (Earl  of  Elgin.) 
vi. 

Bruce  of  Whorlton,  Lord :  Charles  Bruce ;  Earl  of  Ailesbury ;  sum- 
moned vita  patris  1711-1741. 
clxxxiv.  clxxxv.  clxxxvii.  clxxxviii.  cxcvi.  ccxxxiv.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxrviL 
ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  ccxlvii.  ccxlviii.  ccL 
^cclv.  cclvi.  cclvii.  cclviii.  cclx.  cclxi.  cclxii.  cclxiii.  cclxx.  cclxxiii. 
cclxxiv.  cclxxvii.  cclxxxv,  cclxxxvi.  cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii.  edxxxix. 
ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccvii.  cccxv.  eccxvi.  cccxvii. 
cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxi. 

Brudenell,  Lord:    Thomas  Bnidenell,  1 628-166 1 ;  Earl  of  Cardigan, 
1661-1664. 
xiv. 

Buccleuch,  Duke  of:  Francis  Scott,  1 732-1 751. 
cccix.  cccx.  cccxv.  eccxvi.  cccxvii.  cccxix.  cccxx. 

Buchan,  Earl  of:  David  Erskine,  17 15-1745. 
cclvi.  cclvii. 

Buckingham,  Duke  of:  George  Villiers,  1629-1687. 
XXX.  xxxix.  xl.  xli.  xlii.  xlvii.  Iv. 

Buckingham,  Duke   of:    John   Sheffield,   1703-1720;    and    Duke  of 
Normanby. 
cxlviii.  cli.  clii.  cliii.   cliv.   civ.  clviii.  clx.  cbdi.   clxiii.  clxiv.  clxvL 
clxvii.  clxxxviii.  cxcii.  cxciv.  cxcvi. 

Buckingham,  Marquis  of:    George  Grenville  Nugent  Temple,  1784- 

1813. 
cccciii.  ccccv.  cccclxxii.  cccclxxiv.  ccccxcvii.  d.  diii. 

Buckingham,  Marquis  of:  Richard  Grenville  Brydges  Chandos,  1813- 
1822  ;  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandos,  182 2-1839. 
dxlii.  dl.  dlxxxv. 

Buckingham  and  Chandoe,  Duke  of:  Richard  Nugent  Temple  Brydges 
Chandos  Grenville,  182  2-1839. 
dclxii.  dclxv.  dclxviii.  dclxxi.  dclxxii.  dclxxiv. 

Buckingham  and  Chandoe,  Duke  of:   Richard  Plantagenet  Temple 
Nugent  Brydges  Chandos  Grenville,  1 839-1 861. 
dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi. 

Buckinghamshire,  Earl  of:  John  Hobart,  1 756-1 793. 
cccxliii.  cccxliv.  cccxlix.  cccli. 

Buckinghamshire,  Earl  of:  George  Hobart,  1 793-1804. 
ccccxxvii.  cccclvii. 


INDEX  OF  SIGNATURES.  505 

BuokinghamBhire,  Earl  of:  Robert  Hbbart,  1804-18 1 6. 
ccccxciii.  ccccxciv. 

Burlington,  Earl  of:  Richard  Boyle,  1664-1697.     (Earl  of  Oork.) 

XXV. 

Burlington,  Earl  of :  Charles  Boyle,  1697-1704.     (Earl  of  Cork.) 
cxviii. 

Burlington,  Earl  of:  Richard  Boyle,  1 704-1 735.     (Earl  of  Cork.) 
ccxcvi.  cccvii. 

Burlington,  Earl  of :  "William  Cavendish,  1834-1858 ;  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire, 1858. 
dcccxxvi. 

Bute,  Earl  of:  James  Stuart,  17 10-1723. 
dxxxix.  cxc.  cxci. 

Bute,  Marquis  of:  John  Stuart,  18 14-1 848. 
dclxii.  dclxiv.  dcxc.  dcccxxx. 

Butler,  Lord:  "Walter  Butler,  1801-1820.     (Marquis  of  Ormonde.) 
diii.  dxxv.  dxxvi. 

Byron,  Lord:  Richard  Byron,  1 652-1 679. 


Cadogan,  Lord:  Charles  Cadogan,  1726-1776. 
cclxxvii. 

Cadogan,  Lord:  Charles  Sloane  Cadogan,  177 6-1 800;  Earl  Cadogan, 
1800-1807. 
cccciv.  ccccv. 

Cadogan,  Earl:  George  Cadogan,  1832-1864. 
dccc.  dcccxvi. 

Cairns,  Lord:  Hugh  Mac  Calmont  Cairns,  1867. 
dccccxiv. 

Caledon,  Earl  of:  Da  Prb  Alexander,  1802-1839. 
dlxxxvii.  dclxiv. 

Calthorpe,  Lord :  Qeorge  Calihorpe,  1 807-1 851. 
dcliii. 

Cambridge,  Poke  of :  Adolphus  Frederic,  1801-1850. 
dxxv.  dxxvi.  dixvii. 

Camden,  Lord:  Charles  Pratt,  1765-1786  ;  Earl  Camden,  1786-1794. 
cccxlix.  cccl.  cccli.  ccclxiv.  ccclxv.  ccclxvii.  ccclxxviii.  ccclxxix. 
ccclxxxv.  ccclxxxvi.  ccclxxxix. 

Camden,  Earl:   John  Jeffreys  Pratt,   1794-1812;   Marquis  Camden, 
181 2-1840. 
dxxviii. 

Camden,  Marquis,  John  JefiBreys  Pratt,  181 2-1840. 
dxcix.  dclxiv.  dclxxxiv. 

Camelford,  Lord :  Thomas  Pitt,  1793-1804. 
cccclxvii. 
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OamoySy  Lord :  Thomas  StoncNr,  1839. 
dcclxsxiii.  dcccly. 

Campbell,  Lord  :  John  Campbell,  1841-1861. 

dcclxxi.  dcclxxvii.  dcclxxx.  dcclxxxiii.  dcdxxxiv.  dcdxxzv.  docxdii. 
dccxiv.  dccciv.  dcccviii.  dcccxxxv. 

Campden,  Yiscount :  Baptist  Noel,  1643-1682. 

XV. 

Camperdawn,  Earl  of:  Bobcrt  Dundas  Duncan  Haldane,  1 804-1 859. 
dccxxxiii. 

Canning,  Viscount:    Charles  John   Canning,  1 837-1 859;   Earl  Can- 
ning, 1859-1862. 
dccclvii. 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of:  Qeorge  Abbot>  1611-1633. 
1. 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of:  Thomas  Tenison,  1694-17 15. 
cxlii. 

Canterbury,  Viscount:  Charles  Manners  Sutton,  1 835-1 845. 
dccxliv.  dccxlvi.  dccxlviL 

Canterbury,  Viscount:  Charles  John  Uanners  Sutton,  1 845-1 869. 
dcccxvi. 

Capel,  Lord :  Arthur  Capel,  1 641-1648. 
•viiL 

CapelyLord:  Arthur  Capel,  1648-1661;  Earl  of  Essex,  1661-1683. 
xiv. 

Carbery,  Lord:  John  Evans  Freke,  1807-1852. 
dclxxiv.  dclxxv. 

Cardiff,  Lord :  John  Stuart,  1766-1796;  Marquis  of  Bute,  1796-1814. 
cccci.  ccccii.  cccciii.  cccciv.  ccccv. 

Cardigan,  Earl  of:  Robert  Brudenell,  1664-1703. 
XXV.  xxxiv. 

Cardigan,  Earl  of:  George  Brudenell,  1703- 1732. 

clxi.  clxxiv.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxlL  coxlii.  ccxliii. 

Cardigan,  Earl  of:  George  Brudenell,  17 32-1 766;  Duke  of  Montagu, 
1 7  66-1 7  90. 
cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxovi.  ccxcviL  cccvi. 

Cardigan,  Earl  of:  James  Thomas  Brudenell,  1 837-1 868. 
dcccxxvii.  dcccxlvi. 

Carew,  Lord:  Robert  Shapland  Carew,  1 838-1 856. 
dccciv. 

Carleton,  Lord :  Henry  Boyle,  17 14-1725. 
cxcvi. 

Carleton,  Lord :  Richard  Boyle,  1842-1868.    (Earl  of  Shannon.) 
dcccxvi. 
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Carliale,  Earl  of:  James  Hay,  1 636-1 660. 
iv. 

Carlisle,  Earl  of:  Charles  Howard,  1661-1686. 
xvii.  xzx.  zliy. 

Carlisle,  Earl  of:  Charles  Howard,  1692-1738. 
cix.  cxlii.  cxlvii.  clzxii  dxxyi.  dzxvii.  dxxix.  cclyi  cclviL 

Carlisle,  Earl  of:  Henry  Howard,  1738-1758. 
ccdx.    cecx.    eccxi.    cocxii.    eccxiii.    occxiv.    cecxv.    cccxvi.   cccxyiL 
cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxi.  cccxxii  cccxxiv.  cccxxy. 

Carlisle,  Earl  of:  Frederic  Howard,  1758-1825. 
cccxcviii.  cccc.  occci.  cccciii.  cccciv.  ccccv.  cccdxix.  ceccxcii.  dxxiv. 
dxxY.  dxxvi.  dl. 

Carlisle,  Earl  of:  George  Howard,  i825-'i848. 
dcliii. 

Carlisle,  Bishop  of :  William  Nicholson,  1702-1718. 
cxliii.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  dxxii.  clxxiii. 

Carlisle,  Bishop  of:  Charles  Lyttelton,  1 762-1 768. 
cccxliii.  cccxliv. 

Carlisle,  Bishop  of:  Edmund  Law,  1769-1787. 
ccclxxvi. 

Carlisle,  Bishop  of:  Hugh  Percy,  1827-1856. 
debdv.  dclxvL  dclxxiL  dclxxy.  dclxxvi. 

Camarron,  Earl  of:  Charles  Dormer,  1643-1709. 
Ixxiv.    Ixxxix.    dx.   cxxyi.   cxxvii.    cxxviii    cxxxi.    cxxxiii.    cxxxiv. 
cxxxy.  cxzxvi.  cxliy.  clii.  cliii.  cliv. 

Camarron,  Earl  of:  Henry  Herbert,  1793-1811. 
ccccxliii.  ccccln.  coodvii.  cccdx.  cccclxyi.  cccclxyiii. 

Camarron,  Earl  of:  Henry  George  Herbert,  1811-1833. 
dlxii.  dlxxii.  dlxxx.  dlxxxiii.  dcxiii.  dcxviii.  dcxxxiii.  dcxxxiv.  dcliii. 
dclxv. 

Carnarvon,  Earl  of:  Henry  John  George  Herbert,  1833-1849. 
dcccxvi. 

Carnarvon,  Earl  of:  Henry  Howard  Uolyneux  Herbert,  1849. 
dcccxcviii. 

Carriok,  Earl  of:  Somerset  Richard  Butler,  18 13-1838. 
dlxxxvi. 

Carrington,  Lord:  Sobert  Smith,  1797-1838. 
ccccxcvi.    d.    di.    dxiv.    dxx.   dxd.   dxxii.   dlxxxv.   dclxvi.   dclxxiv. 
dclxxy.  dcxcviii. 

Carteret,  Lord:  George  Carteret,  1681-1695. 
IxxxL 

Carteret,  Lord:   John  Carteret>   1695-1744;   Earl  Granville,  1744- 
1763- 
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cclxn.  cclzxxi.  cclxxxiL  cclzzxiii.  cclxxxiy.  cclxzzvii.  cdxxxviiL 
oclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcviL  ccxcyiii. 
cccii.  ccciii.  cccvi.  cccvii.  cccviii.  cccix.  cccx. 

Carysfort,  Lord :  John  Joshua  Proby,  1 801-1828.    (Earl  of  Carysfort) 
cccclxix.  cccclxxiv.  cccclxxvii.  cccclxxxiii.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  ccccxcvii. 

Cashel,  &o.y  Bishop  of:  Robert  Daly,  1843-1871. 
dccc.  dcccii. 

CaBsilis,  Earl  of:  David  Kennedy,  1775-1792. 
cccciv.  ccccv. 

Castlemaine*  Lord:  Richard  Handcock,  1840-18 69. 
dcccxlii.  dccclxiv. 

Castle  Stuarty  Earl  of:  Robert  Stewart,  1 809-1 854. 
dlxxxv. 

Castleton,  Yiscount:  James  Saunderson,  17 16-17 23. 
clxxxix.  cxc. 

Cathoarty  Viscount:  William  Shaw  Cathcart,  1807-1814;  Earl  Caih- 
cart,  1814-1843. 
dxxyiii. 

Oathoarty  Earl:  William  Shaw  Cathcart,  18 14-1843. 
dlxxxv. 

Cathoarty  Earl:  Charles  Murray  Cathcart,  1843-1859. 
dcccxxxvi. 

Cawdor,  Lord  :  John  Campbell,  1 796-1 821. 
ccccxcviL  ccccxcviii.  ccccxcix. 

Cawdor,  Earl  of:  John  Frederic  Campbell,  1827-1860. 
dcccxvi. 

Chandos,  Lord:  George  Bruges,  1621-1654. 
vi.  vii. 

Chandoe,  Lord  :  William  Bruges,  1654-1676. 
xxxi. 

Chandos,  Lord :  James  Brydges,  1676-1714. 
liii.  Ixxx.  cix.  cliv.  clxvi, 

Chandoe,  Duke  of:  James  Brydges,  1 771-1789. 
ccclxxvii.  cccxcv. 

Charlemonty  Earl  of:   Francis  William  Caulfield,  1799-1863;    Lord 
Charlemont,  1837-1863. 
dxxiv.    dxxv.    dxxvi.    dcxiii.    dccxiii.    dcdxiiL    dcdxix.    doclxxvii. 
dccciv.  dccclv. 

Charleville,  Earl  of:  Charles  William  Bury,  1835-1851. 
dccxcix.  dccciv.  dcccxvi. 

Chatham,  Earl  of:  William  Pitt,  1766-1778. 
cccxlix.  cccl.  cccli.  ccciii.  cccliii. 

Chatham,  Earl  of:  John  Pitt,  1778-1835. 
cccxciv.  cccxcv.  dlxxxv. 
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Ohaworth^  Lord:    John  Chambre  Brabazon,  1831-1851.     (Earl  of 
Meath,  1797-1851.) 
dccciv. 

Chedworth,  Lord:  Henry  Frederic  Howe,  1762-1781. 
cccxlix.  cccL  ccclxx.  ccclxxi. 

Chedworthy  Lord:  John  Howe,  1781-1804. 
cccciv.  ccccY.  ccccxxxii.  ccccxxxviii. 

* 

Chelmsford,  Lord:  Frederic  Theeiger,  1858. 
dcccci.  dccccxiv. 

Chester,  Bishop  of:  Nicholas  StrafiEbrd,  1689-1708. 
xcviii.  cxviii.  civ. 

Chester,  Bishop  of :  Sir  William  Dawes,  1 708-1 7 1 4.  Archbishop  of  York, 
clxv.  dxvi.  clxvii. 

Chester,  Bishop  of:  Francis  Gastrell,  1714-1725. 
clxxxi.  clxxxii.  clxxxiv.  clxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxcii.  cxciii.  cci. 
ccii.  cciii.  cciv.  ccv.  ccvi.  ccix.  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxii.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxvi. 
ccxvii.  ccxviii.  ccxix.  ccxxi.  ccxxii.  ccxxiii.  ccxxiv.  ccxxv.  ccxxvi. 
ccxxvii.  ccxxviii.  ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxiv. 
ccxxxyiii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  ccxlv.  ccxlyi.  ccxlyii. 
ccxlviii. 

Chester,  Bishop  of:  John  Bird  Sumner,  1828-1848. 
dccc 

Chesterfield,  Earl  of:  Philip  Stanhope,  1656-17 13. 
xvii.  xlvii.  Ixiv.  Ixxxv. 

Chesterfield,  Earl  of :  Philip  Dormer  Stanhope,  1726-1773. 
cclxxxviii.    cclxxxix.    ccxc.    ccxcii.    ccxciii.    ccxcv.    ccxcvi.    ccxcvii. 
ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii.  ccciiL  ccciv.  cccvi.  cccvii.  cccviii.  cccix.  cccx. 
cccxi.    eccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxvii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxi.  cccxxiv. 
cccxxv.  cccxxvi.  cccxxvii.  cccxxviii.  cccxxix.  cccxxx. 

Chesterfield,  Earl  of:  Philip  Stanhope,  1773-18 15. 
dxxviii. 

Chesterfield,  Earl  of:  George  Stanhope,  18 15-1866. 
dcccxvi. 

Chichester,  Bishop  of:  Henry  King,  1 642-1 669. 


Chichester,  Bishop  of:  John  Williams,  1696- 1709. 
cxlii. 

Chichester,  Bishop  of:  Thomas  Manningham,  1709-17 2 2. 
clxxiv. 

Cholmondeley,  Lord:    Hugh  Cholmondeley,  1 689-1 706;   Earl  Chol- 
mondeley,  1706-17  2  5. 
Ixxxviii.  Ixxxix.  ci.  ex.  cxv.  cxxvii.  cxxix.  oxxx.  cxxxv.  cxliv. 

Cholmondeley,  Earl  of:  Hugh  Cholmondeley,  1706-17 25. 
clxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii. 
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Cholmondeley,  Earl  of:    Gborge  James  Cholmondeley,  1770-1815; 
Marquis  Cholmondelej,  18x5-1827. 
ccclxv.    ccclxvL    ccclxvii.    ccclxx.    occlrzviil.    coclxxix.    ccclxxxiii. 
ccclxxxv.    ccclxxxvii.    cccxcviii.    cccciii.    cccciv.    ccccv.    ccoclxnvii. 
ccccxcL  ccoczcvii.  cccczcviii.  di.  dxxiv.  dxxy.  dzxvi.  dzxvii. 

« 

Oholmondeley^   Marquis  of:    George  James  Horatio  Cbohnondeley, 
1827-1870. 
dclxiii.  dclxiv. 

Ohurohill,  Lord  :  Francis  Almeric  Spencer,  1 815-1845. 
dcxlv.  dclii.  dclxxxiL  dccliii. 

Churston,  Lord :  John  Yarde  Buller,  1858-1871. 
dccccxiv. 

Clanbrasail,  Lord :  Bobert  JoceljD,  1821-1870.     (Earl  of  Boden.) 
dcxlv.    dcxlvi.    dcxlyii.    dclxiv.    dclxviii.    dclxxv.    dccxcix.    dccciv. 
dcccxliii.  dccclxiv. 

Clanoarty,  Earl  of:  Richard  le  Poer  Trench,  1 805-1837 ;  Lord  Trench, 
1815-1823;  Viscount  Clancarty,  1823-1837. 
dxxxv.  dcxlviii. 

Clftnoarty,  Viscount:   William  Thomas  Le  Poer  Trench,  1 837-1872. 
(Earl  of  Clancarty.) 
dccc.   dccci.  dcccxv.  dcccxvi.  dcccxxiv.  dcccxxv.  dccclxiv.  dccdxxiiL 
dccclxxiv.  dcccxcviii.  dccccxii.  dccccxiv.  dccccxxi. 

Clanoarty,  Viscount :  Richard  Somerset  Le  Poer  Trench,  1872.     (Earl 
of  Clancarty.) 
dccccxxvii. 

ClanwiUiam,  Lord:  Richard  Charles  Francis  Meade,  1828.     (Earl  of 
Clanwilliam,  1805.) 
dclxiv. 

Clare,  Earl  of:  John  Holies,  1 637-1 665. 

...    .       . 

lU.    IV.    VI. 

Clare,  Earl  of:  Gilbert  Holies,  1 665-1 689. 
xlviii.  Iv.  Ivii.  Iviii.  lix.  Ixii. 

Clare,  Earl  of:  John  Holies,  1 689-1 694;  Duke  of  Newcastle,  1694- 
1711. 
Ixxxi. 

Clarence,  Duke  of:  William  Henry,  1789-1830;  William  IV,  1830. 
cccclxxiv.    dxxiv.    dxxv.    dxxvi.    dxxvii.    dxxix.   dlxxxv.    dlxxxviii. 
dlxxxix.  dxc.  dxci. 

Clarendon,  Earl  of:  Edward  Hyde,  1 661-1674. 
xvii. 

Clarendon,  Earl  of:  Henry  Hyde,  1 674-1 709. 
xxxviii.  xxxix.  xl.  xli.  xlii.  xlvii. 

Clarendon,  Earl  of  :  Edward  Hyde,  1709-17  23. 
clxxiv.  clxxv.  clxxxi.  clxxxii. 

Clarendon,  Earl  of:  John  Charleff  Villiers,  1824-1838. 
dccxvL 
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darendon,  Earl  of:  (Jeorge  William  Frederic  VUliers,  1 838-1 870. 
dccxliL  dcclxxi.  dcclzxvii.  dcclxxxiii.  dcclxxxv.  dccxciii. 

darins,  Lord:  Eyre  Massey,  1810-1872. 
dccczlii.  dccccxiv. 

Clements,  Lord:  Nathaniel  Olemeuts,  1831-1854.    (Earl  of  Leitrim, 
1 804-1 854.) 
dccxlii.  dcdxiii.  dccclv. 

dements,   YiBcount :    William    Sydney    Clements,    1854.      (Earl   of 
Leitrim.) 
dccccxiv.  dccccxyiii.  dccccxix.  dccccxxi. 

develand.  Earl  of:  Thomas  Wentworth,  1 626-1 667. 

... 
viu. 

deyeland,  Duke  of:  William  Henry  Vane,  1833-1842. 
dccviii. 

develand,  Duke  of:  Henry  Yane,  184  2- 1864. 
dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi. 

difford  of  diudleighy  Lord  :  Hugh  Clifford,  167  3- 17  30. 
Ixxxi.  Ixxxix.  xcv.  cii.  cxi. 

difford  of  Chudleigh,  Lord :  Hugh  Charles  Clifford,  1831-1858. 
dcxciv. 

difton,  Lord:  Edward  Bligh,  17 28-1 747.     (Earl  of  Damley.) 
cccviL  cccix.  cccx.  cccxxiy. 

difton,  Lord:  John  Bligh,  17 47-1 781.     (Earl  of  Damley.) 
ccclviiL 

difton,  Lord :  John  Bligh,  1781-1831.     (Earl  of  Damley.) 

cccciv.  ccccv.  cccclxxviii.  cccclxxix.  ccccxc.  ccccxci.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv. 
ccccxcvi.  ccccxcvii.  ccccxcviii.  d.  dxx.  dxxi.  dxxii.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dxlv. 
dlix.  dlx.  dbcx.  dlxxv.  dlxxx.  dlxxxiii.  dlxxxiv.  dcxiii.  dcxxv. 
dcxxviii. 

Clinton, Lord:  Hugh  Fortescue,  17 21-1746;  Earl  Clinton,  1746-175 1. 
ccliv.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii,  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii.  cccii.  ccciii. 
cccvii.  cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxiv. 

Clinton,  Lord :  Eobert  Cotton  St.  John  Trefusis,  1 797-1832. 
dlxxxv.  dlxxxvii. 

donbrook,  Lord:  Bobert  Dillon,  1826. 
dccccxix.  dccccxxi. 

doncurry.  Lord:  Valentine  Browne  Lawless,  17 99-1 853  ;  Lord  Clon- 
curry,  1831-1853. 
dccyi.  dccxliL  dccxiy.  dccxxxviii.  dcclxiv.  dcclxvi.  dcclxxi.  dccxc. 

doncurry.  Lord:  Edward  Lawless,  1853-1869. 
dccclxiv. 

Cobham,  Viscount :  Richard  Temple,  17 18-1749. 

cclxxxviii.  cclxxxix.  ccxci.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcix.  ccc. 
ccci.    cccii.    ccciii.    ccciv,    cccv.    cccvi.    cccvii.   cccviii.   cccxi   cccxii. 
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CCCXm.   CCCXIV.   OCCXV.    CCCXVl.    CCCXVU.    COCXYlll.    OCCXUL    CCCZX.    COCXXl. 

cccxxiv.  cocxxv. 

f 

Colbome,  Lord:  Nicholas  William  Ridley  Colbome,  1839-1854. 
dccxlii.  dcclxxxiiL  dccbounr. 

Colohester,  Lord  :  Charles  Abbot,  1817-^829. 
dxcviii  dxcix.  dczxii.  dcxxiii. 

Colohester,  Lord :  Charles  Abbot,  1829-1867. 
dclxxxvi.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlv. 

Colchester,  Lord:  Reginald  Charles  Edward  Abbot,  1867. 
dccccxiv. 

Colville  of  CulrosSy  Lord  :  John  Colville,  1811-1849. 

dexxxviiL  debdv.  dclxviii.  dclxxiv.  dcci.  dccxxxvii.  dcccxvi. 

Colville  of  CulrosSy  Lord :  Charles  John  Colville,  1849. 
dccccxi.  dccccxiv. 

Combermere,  Viscount:  Stapleton  Cotton,  1827-1865. 
dclxii.  dclxiv.  dclxvi.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi. 

Compton,  Lord :  James  Compton ;  summoned  vita  patris  171 1-1727. 
clxxxi.  clxxxii.  clxxxiv.  clxxxv.  clxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxcii. 
cxciv.  cxcv.  cxcvi.  cxcvii.  ccv.  ccvii.  ccviii.  ccix.  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxii. 
ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxvi.  ccxvii.  ccxviii.  ccxix.  ccxx.  ccxxvL  ccxxvii. 
ccxxviii.  ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxiv.  ccxxxv. 
ccxxxvi.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxiii.  ccxliiL  ccxlv.  ccslvi. 
ccxlviii.  cclv.  cclviiL  cclix.  cdx.  cclxi.  oclxii.  cdxiii. 

Coningsby,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Coningsbj,  1719-1729. 
cciii.  cciv.  ccviii 

Conway,  Viscount:  Edward  Conway,  1630-1655. 
vi.  vii. 

Conway,  Viscount:   Edward  Conway,  1 655-1679;    Earl  of  Conway, 
1679-1683. 

XXV. 


Conway,  Lord:  Francis  Seymour  Conway,  1 703-1 732. 
cxlvi.  cli.  cliv,  clxv.  dxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii. 

Conyngham,    Marquis    of:     Henry   Conyngham,    181 6- 1832;    Lord 
Minster,  1821. 
dixxxv. 

Cork  and  Closme,  Bishop  of:  Samuel  Kyle,  1 831-1848. 
dcclviii. 

ComwaUis,  Lord:  Charles  Comwallis,  1 662-1 673. 
xxii. 

Comwallifl,  Lord :  Charles  Comwallis,  1 673-1698. 

Ivii.  Iviii.  Ixviii.  Ixix.  Ixxi.  Ixxiii.  Ixxv.  Ixxvi.  Ixxxi.  Ixxxviii.  xc 

Comwallis,  Lord:  Charles  Comwallis,  1 698-1 722. 
clxxii.  clxxiik  clxxix. 
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ComwaUiSy  Earl :  Charles  Comwallis,  1762- 179 2;  Marquis  Comwallis, 
1792-1805. 
ccczlii. 

Comwallis,  Marquis:  Charles  Comwallis,  1805-1823. 
dlxzxY. 

Cottenham,  Lord:   Charles  Christopher  Pepys,   1836-1850;  Earl  of 
Cottenhaniy  1 850-1 851. 
dcokxvii.  dcclxxviii.  dcckxx.  dcclxzxy. 

Courtenay,  Viscount :  William  Courtenay,  1762-1788. 
coclxY.  ccclxvi.  ccclxxiz.  ccclxxxv.  cccbcxxyii. 

Coventry,  Lord:  Thomas  Coventry,  1 640-1 661. 
xiv. 

Coyentry ,  Earl  of :  William  Coventry,  1719-1751. 

ccxlvii.  ccxlix.  ccli.  ccliii.  ccliv.  cclx.  cclxi.  cclxii.  cclxiii.  cclxiv. 
cclxv.  cclxvi.  cclxvii.  cclxviii.  cclxix.  cclxx.  cclxxii.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv. 
cclxxvL  cclxxvii.  cclxxviii.  cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxii.  cclxxxiii. 
cclxxxiv.  cclxxxv.  cclxxxvi.  cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii.  ccxeii.  ccxciii. 
ccxeiv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii.  ccxeix.  ecc.  ccci.  cecii.  ccciii. 
cociv.  cccv.  cccvi.  cccvii.  eccviii.  cccxxv.  ccexxvi.  ccexxviii.  cccxxix. 
cocxxx. 

Coventry,  Earl  of:  George  William  Coventry,  1 751-1809. 

cccxliii.  cccxlix.  ccd.  cccli.  ccclxxviii.  ccclxxxii.  cccbmcv.  ccclxxxvii. 
coclxxxviii. 

Coventry,  Earl  of:  Qeoi^e  William  Coventry,  1 809-1 831. 
dlxxxv. 

Cowley,  Lord:  Henry  Wellesley,  1828-1847. 
dclxiv. 

Cowper,   Lord:  WDliam  Cowper,  1706-17 18;   Earl   Cowper,    1718- 

cbd.  cbdx.  clxx.  clxxi.  cbcxii.  clxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxxvii.  clxxix.  clxxx. 

Cowper,  Earl:  William  Cowper,  17 18-1723. 

cxevii.  cxcviii.  excix.  cc.  cei.  ccii.  cciii.  cciv.  ccv.  ccvii.  ccviii.  ccx. 
ccxi.  ccxii.  ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxvi.  ccxvii.  cexviii.  ccxix.  cexx. 
ocxxi.  ccxxii.  ccxxiii.  ccxxiv.  ccxxv.  ccxxvi.  ccxxviii.  ccxxix.-  ccxxx. 
Gcxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxiv.  ccxxxv  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxvii.  ccxxxviii. 
ocxxxix.  ccxiii.  ccxliii. 

Cowper,  Earl :  Peter  Leopold  Louis  Francis  Cowper,  1799-1837. 
cccclxxxvii.    cccclxxxviii.    occcxcvi.    ccccxcvii.    ccccxcviii.    diii.   dxx. 
dxxi.    dxxii.    dxxxi.    dxxxvi.   dlxx.    dlxxi.    dlxxii.    dlxxiii.    dlxxxi. 
dcliii. 

Cranworth,  Lord :  Rohert  Monsey  Rolfe,  1850-1868. 
dccdxix.  dcccci.  dccccix.  dccccx. 

Craven,  Lord:  William  Craven,  1626-1665  ;  Earl  Craven,  1665-1697. 
Ixiii.  Ixxxii.  cix.  , 
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Craven,  Lord:  William  Craven,  1697-171 1. 

cxxiii.  cxxiv.  cxxvL  cxxxiz.  cxl.  cxlyiiL  cxlix.  cliv.  dv.  dzY.  clxvL 
clxyii.  dxyiii. 

Craven,  Lord:  William  Craven,  1711-1739. 

ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxz.  ccxxiv.  ccxxv.  ccxxviL  ccxzviii.  eczxix. 
ccxxx.  ccxxxL  ccxxxiL  cczxxiv.  ccxxxv.  ccxxxviii.  ccyxxix.  ccxl. 
ccxli  ccxiii.  ccxliiL  ccxlviii  cclix.  cdx.  ccbdv.  cclxv.  cclxvi.  cclxxiiL 
cclxxiv.  cclxxvi.  odxxviii.  cclxxx.  cclxxxvii.  cdxxxvilL  oclxxxix. 
ccxe.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii  ccxcviiL  ccxdx.  ccc  cccL 
cccii.  ccciii. 

Craven,  Lord :  Fulwar  Craven,  1739-1764. 
cccix.  cccx.  cccxxiv.  cccxxv.  cccxxvL  cccxxxL 

Craven,  Lord  :  William  Craven,  1 769-1 791. 

cccxlix.  cccliii.  ccclvii.  ccclviii.  ccclxii.  cedxiii.  ccclxv.  ccclxvi. 
ccclxviL  ccclxx.  ccclxxvi.  ccclxxviii.  ccclxxix.  coclxxxv.  ccclxxxvL 
cccxciv.  ccccii.  cccciii.  cccdv.  ccccv. 

Crawford,  Earl  of:  John  Lindsay,  1698-17 18. 
clxi.  clxiii.  dxiv. 

Crewe,  Lord :  Thomas  Crewe,  167 9-1 697. 
liv.  Ivii.  Iviii.  Ixxv.  Ixxxii.  Ixxxviii. 

Crewe,  Lord:  Nathaniel  Crewe,  1697-1722;  Bishop  of  Durham,  1674- 
1722. 
exxvi  cxliii  cxlvi.  cxUx.  civ.  dxv.  clxvi.  dxvii. 

Crewe,  Lord:  John  Crewe,  1 806-1 829. 
ccccxciii.  ccccxdv.  ccccxcvii.  ccccxcviii. 

Crofton,  Lord:  Edward  Churchill,  18 17-1869. 
dccciv.  dcccxv.  dcccxvi. 

Cnlpeper,  Lord:  Thomas  Culpeper,  1 660-1 688. 
xiv.  XX.  xxii.  xliii.  xlviii.  xlix. 

Culpeper,  Lord:  John  Culpeper,  1688-1719* 
Ixxiii.  Ixxxv.  xcviii.  civ.  cvi.  cxvi.  cxx. 

Cumberland,  Duke  of:  Qeorge  of  Denmark,  1699-1708. 
Ixxxix. 

Cumberland,  Duke  of :  Henry  Frederic,  17  66-1 7  90. 
cccciv.  ccccv. 

Cumberland,  Duke  of:  Ernest  Augustus,  1799-1851. 

dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dcxxvi.  dcxxxviii.  dcxxxix.  dcxlvi.  dclxii. 
dclxiii.  dcbdv.  dclxv.  dclxvi.  dclxxviii.  dclxxxi.  ddxxxii.  dclxxxiv. 
dclxxxv.  dclxxxvi  dcxc.  dcxcL  dcxcii.  dcxcvi.  dcxcviiL  dcci. 

Daore,  Lord:  Francis  Lennard,  1 630-1 662. 
vi.  xiv. 

Daore,  Lord:  Thomas  Barrett  Lennard,  1755-1786. 
cccxlii. 

Daore,  Lord :  Thomas  Brand,  1819-1851. 
dlxxxi.  dlxxxiii.  dcxxv. 
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Danby,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Osborne,  1 674-1 689;  Marquis  of  Carmarthen^ 
1689-1694;  Duke  of  Leeds,  1694-1712. 
xlix. 

Danvers,  Lord:  Henry  Danvers,  1603- 162 6;   Earl  of  Danby,  1626- 
1644. 
1. 

Darlington,  Earl  of:    William  Henry  Yane,    1792-1827;    Marquis 
ofCleyeland,  1827-1833;  Duke  of  Clevelaind,  1833-1842, 
dxvi.  dxxviL  dlxsxiy.  dbmcvi. 

Dartmouth,  Lord:  Oeorge  Legge,  1682-1691. 
bmv.  bbdx.  Ixzxii. 

Dartmouth,  Lord:  William  Legge,  1691-1711;   Earl  of  Dartmouth, 
1711-1750. 
cix.    ex.    cxiv.    cxvii.    cxxvii.    cxxviii.   exxix.    cxxx.    cxxxL    cxxxiii. 
cxxxiv.   exxxT.   cxxxyi.   cxxxix.   cxliii.   cxliy.   cxlv.   cxlvi.   cL   clxyi. 
clxrii. 

Dartmouth,  Earl  of :  William  Legge,  171  i-i  7  50. 

clxxxiv.    clxxxvi.    clxxxvii.    clxxxviii.    clxxxix.    cxc.    exci.    ccxxxv. 
ccxxxyi.  ccxxxviiL  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxliL  ccxliii. 

Dartmouth,  Earl  of:  William  Legge,  1750-1801. 
occxlvi. 

Dartmouth,  Earl  of:  William  Legge,  1810-1853. 
ddxiy.  dclxyi.  dclxxL  dclxxxiy.  dcccxyi.  dcccxly. 

Dartmouth,  Earl  of:  William  Walter  L^ge,  1853. 
dccccxiy. 

Dawnay,  Lord:  John  Christopher  Burton  Dawnay,  1796-1832.     (Vis- 
count Downe.) 
cccclxxyiii  cccclxxx.  dxxyii. 

Do  Clifford,  Lord :  Edward  Southwell  Clifford,  1777-1832. 
dxyi. 

Do  Dunstanville  and  Basaet,  Lord :  Francis  Basset,  1796-1835. 
occclxxyiiL  cccdxxix.  dclxiy. 

Do  "FemrUf  Lord:  George  Townshend,  1770-1807;  Marquis  Towns- 
hend,  1807-1811. 
ccdxxyi.  ccclxxyiii.  ccclxxix.  ccdxxxL  ccclxxxii.  ccdxxxiii.  ccclxxxiy. 
occlxxxy.  ccolxxxyL  ccclxxxyii.  cccxc.  cccxcii.  cccxcy. 

Do  Freyne,  Lord:  Arthur  French,  1839-1856. 
dcdxix.  dcccxy.  dcccxyi. 

Delamere,  Lord :  George  Booth,  166 1- 1684. 
xxxyiii.  xxxix.  xl.  xli.  xlii.  xlyii.  liii.  ly. 

Delamere,  Lord:    Henry  Booth,   1684-1690;    Earl   of  Warrington, 
1 690- 1 693. 
Ixiii.  Ixiy.  Ixxiu.  Ixxy.  Ixxym. 

Delamere,  Lord  :  Thomas  Cholmondeley,  1821-1853. 
dclxiy.  dclxyi.  dclxyiii.  dclxxiv.  dclxxyi. 
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Pelawarr,  Lord:  Charles  West,  1628-1687. 
xL  xii.  xiii.  xx.  xxv.  xlix. 

Delawarr,  Lord:  John  West,  1687-1723. 

Ixiii.  xc.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxiii.  cxxxiv.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi.  dxxiv. 

Delawarr,  Earl :  George  John  West,  1795-1869. 
dolxiy.  dcclilL  dcccxvi. 

De  JAale  and  Dudley,  Lord :  Philip  Charles  Sidney,  1 835-1 851. 
dccxliv.  dcccxlv. 

De  IiongueTilLey  Yiscount:  Henry  Yelyerton,  1 690-1 704. 
IxxxviiL  Ixxxix.  cxvii.  cxxiii.  cxxiv.  cxxvi.  cxxxix.  cxliv. 

De  IiongooTilLei  Yiscount:    Talbot  Yelverton,   1 704-171 7;    Earl  of 
Sussex,  1717-1731. 
clxxix. 

Deloraine,  Earji  of:   Henry  Scott,  1706-1730. 
clxxxix.  cxc.  cxciv. 

De  Mauley,  Lord :  William  Francis  Spencer  Ponsonby,  1 838-1 855. 
dccxlii.  dcclxiii. 

Denbigh,  Earl  of:  Basil  Feilding,  1643-167^. 
X.  xii.  xiii.  xxxiii.  xxxix.  xl.  xli.  xliL  xliii.  xUy. 

Denbigh,  Earl  of:  Basil  Feilding,  1685-17 17. 

Ixxxix.  cxiv.  cxxxi.  cxxxiii.  cxxxv.  cxxxyi.  cxl.  cxHv.  cxlv.  div. 
clxiii.  clxiv.  clxv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii.  dxxiv. 

Denbigh,  Earl  of:  William  Feilding,  17 17-1755. 

ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  cclv.  cclvi.  cclvii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc. 
ccxcii.  ccxcviii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii.  ccciii.  cccix.  cccx.  cecxi.  cocxii. 
ccoxiii.  cccxv.  cccxvi.  cccxvii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxi.  cccxxiv.  cccxxv. 
cccxxvi.  cccxxviii.  cccxxix.  cccxxx.  cccxxxii. 

Denbigh,  Earl  of:  William  Basil  Percy  Feilding,  1800-1865. 
dlxxxvii. 

Denbigh,  Earl  of:  Rudolph  William  Basil  FeUding,  1865. 
dccocxi.  dccccxxvii. 

Denman,  Lord:  Thomas  Denman,  1834-1854. 

dccxiii.  dccxxiv.  dccxxv.  dccxxx.  dcx^xxxi.  dcclxxi.  dccxdv.  dccxev. 
dccxcvi.  dcccviii.  dcccxvii. 

Denman,  Lord:  Thomas  Denman,  1854. 

dccclxxvi.  dccclxxvii.  dccclxxx.  dccclxxxv.  dccclxxxvii.  dccclxxxviii. 
dcccxcii.  dcccxciii.  dcccxcv.  dccccxiiL  dcoccxiv.  dccccxv.  dccccxvi 
dccccxvii.  dccccxxi.  dccccxxii.  dccccxxiii.  dccccxxiv.  dceccxxv.  dccccxxri. 
dccccxxvii.  dccccxxix. 

Derby,  Earl  of:  Charles  Stanley,  1651-1672. 
zx.  xxii. 

Derby,  Earl  of:  William  George  Richard  Stanley,  167  2- 1702. 
liii.  Ixxxv.  Ixxxvi.  cxxxi.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi. 

Derby,  Earl  of:  James  Stanley,  1 702-1736. 
cxlvii.  dxxi.  cliLxvi.  clxxix. 
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Derby,  Ear!  of:  Edward  Smith  Stanley,  1 776-1834. 

.    cccbucviii.    ccclxxxii.    ccclxxxv.    ccclxxxvi.    cccxciv.    cccxcix.    ccccii. 

cccciii.  cccciv.  ccccv.  ccccxiii.  ccccxxii.  ccccxxiii.  ccccxxiv.  ccccxxxi. 

ccccxzxii.  ccccxxxiii.  ccccxxxiy.  ccccxiii.  cccclxvi.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv. 

diii  dxx.  dxxL  dxxii.  dxxxi.  dxxxii.  dlxxxiii.  dlxxxiv. 

Derby,  Earl  of:  Edward  Geoffrey  Smith  Stanley,  1B51-1869. 
dcccoxiv. 

De  Boe,  William  Lennox  Lascelles  Fitzgerald  de  Bos,  1839. 
dcccxliii.  dccccxiy. 

Derry  and  Baphoe,  Bishop  of:  Richard  Ponsonby,  1 831-1853. 
dcclxix. 

Desart,  Earl  of :  Otway  O'Connor  Cuffe,  1820-1865. 
dcccxxY.  dcccxlii.  dcccxlvi.  dcccli.  dccclii.  dccclxxxiv. 

De  Vesoi,  Viscount :  Thomas  Vescy,  1855. 

dccccxiv. 

• 

Devon,  Earl  of:  William  Courtenay,  1 835-1 859. 
dccxliy.  dcclx.  dcclxii.  dcclxxviii.  dccclxx.  dccclxxi. 

Devonshire,  Earl  of :  William  Cavendish,  1 684-1 694 ;  Duke  of  Devon- 
shire,  1 694-1 707. 
IxxxL  xc.  xcv. 

Devonshire,  Duke  of:  William  Cavendish,  1 694-1 707. 
xcvii.  xcviii.  civ.  cxiii.  cxlii. 

Devonshire,  Duke  of:  William  Cavendish,  1707-1729. 
cbdx.    clxx.    clxxi.    clxxii.    clxxiii.    clxxyi.    dxxvii.    clxxix.    clxxx. 
clxxxix.  cxc. 

Devonshire,  Duke  of:  William  Cavendish,  1 755-1 764. 
cccxlil 

Devonshire,  Duke  of:  William  Cavendish,  1764-1811. 
coclii.   cccliii.   ccclviL  ccclix.   ccclx.   ccclxi.  ccclxvii.  ccdxx.  ccclxxii. 
ccclxxvi.     ccclxxviii.     ccclxxxiL     ccclxxxv.     ccclxxxvi.     ccclxxxvii; 
ccclxxxviiL    cccxciv.    cccxcviii.    cccci.    ccccii.    cccciii.    cccciv.    ccccv. 
ccccxliv. 

Digby,  Earl:  Edward  Digby,  1 793-1856. 
•  dlxxxv.  dcxlvi,  dcccxvi. 

Digby,  Lord  :  Edward  St.  Vincent  Digby,  1856. 
dccccxiv.  dccccxviii.  docccxxii. 

Dinorben,  Lord:  William  Lewis  Hughes,  i83i-i852« 
dccxxz.  dccxxxi.  dccxlii.  dcclxxviii.  dcclxxxiii. 

Donoaster,  Earl  of:  Walter  Francis  Montagu  Douglas  Scott,   181 9. 
(Duke  of  Buccleuch.) 
dclxiv.  ddxy.  dclxyiii  dclxxi.  dclxxiii.   dclxxv.  dclxxvi.   dcccxxxvii 
dccccxxvii. 

Doneraile,  Viscount :  Hayes  St.  Leger,  1 819-1854. 
dcccxvi. 
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Donoughmore,  Earl  of:  Richard  Hely  Hutchinson,  1800-1825. 

diii.   dzx.  dxxi.   dxxii.   dxxiv.  dxxr.  dxxvi.   dxlyiiL   dlxxriL  dxcY. 
dcvui.  dcziu. 

Dorohestery  Earl  of:  Oeorge  Darner,  1 798-1 808. 
ccccxliy. 

Dorohester,  Marquis  of :  Henry  Pierrepont,  1644-1680. 
xxvii. 

Dorchester,  Marqub  of :  Evelyn  Pierrepoint,  1706-17 15. 
cbdx.  clxz.  cbcd.  clxdi.  dxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxzyii.  clxsdx. 

Dormer,  Lord:  Joseph  Thaddeus  Dormer,  1826-1871. 
dccclv. 

Dorset,  Earl  of:  Richard  Sackyille,  1652-1677. 
xxii.  xxxix.  xli.  xlii.  xliii.  xlvii. 

Dorset,  Earl  of:  Charles  Sackville,  167 7-1 706. 
Ixxxi.  xc. 

Dorset,  Earl  of:    Lionel  Cranfield  Sackville,   1706- 17 20;    I>ake  of 
Dorset,  17  20-1 763. 
cbdx.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxix. 

Dorset,  Duke  of :  Charles  Sackville,  17  63-1 7  69. 
cccxlv. 

Dorset,  Duke  of:  John  Frederic  Sackville,  1769-1799. 
ccclvii. 

Douglas,  Lord:  William  Douglas,  1786-1810.    (Duke  of  Queensberry). 
ccccv. 

Douglas,  Lord :  Archibald  Douglas,  1827-1844. 
dclxiv. 

Douglas  of  Lochleyen,  Lord:  Oeorge  Douglas,  1791-1827.    (Earl  of 
Morton.) 
dxxviii.  dlxxxv. 

Dover,  Earl  of:  Henry  Carey,  1 628-1 668. 
xxvi.  xxviii.  xxix.  xxx. 

Dover,  Earl  of:  John  Carey,  1668-1677. 
xxxiii. 

Dover,  Duke  of:  James  Douglas,  17  08-1 7 11.     (Duke  of  Queensberry.) 
clxiii.  clxiv. 

Downshire,  Marquis  of:    Arthur  Wills  Blundell  Sandys  Tnunlmll 
Windsor  Hill,  1 845-1 868. 
dcccxxv. 

Dublin,  Archbishop  of:  Ridiard  Whateley,  1 831-1864. 
dcccxxii. 

Dublin,  Archbishop  of:  Richard  Chevenix  Trench,  1864. 
dccccv. 

Dudley,  Lord:  Edward  Sutton,  1593- 1643. 
1. 
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Dudley  and  Ward,  Viscount :  John  Ward,  1763-17 74. 
cccxliiL  cccxliy.  cccxlv. 

DunaUeyy  Lord :  Henry  Prittic,  1 801-1854. 
dccbdx. 

Dnnoaiiy  Viscount :    Robert  Dundas  Duncan,    1804*1831 ;    Earl  of 
Camperdown,  1831-1859. 
dlrryj.  dlxxziy. 

Dnncannon,  Lord:    John  William  Ponsonby,   1834-1847.    (Earl  of 
Bessborough,  1 844-1 847.) 
dccviii.  dccziz.  dccxlii.  dcdzxi.  dccbcxyii.  dcclxxx. 

Dundaa,  Lord :  Thomas  Dundas,  1794-1820. 

ooccbd.  cooclxii.  ccoclxvi.  cccclxviii.  cccclxxvii.  cccclxxriii.  cccclzxix. 
diii.  dyiii.  dxL  dxxiv.  dxsy.  dxxyi.  dxxyii.  dxli. 

I>anda8,  Lord:  Laurence  Dundas,  1820-1838;  Earl  of  2ktland,  1838-* 
1839. 
dcxiii. 

Dungannon,  Viscount :  Arthur  Hill  Treyor,  1837-1862. 

dccdxxii.  dccclzxiii.  dcoclxxiy.  dccclxxyii.  dccclzxxiy.  dccoxcii. 

Dnnmore,  Earl  of:  John  Murray,  17  56-1 809. 
cccxzxix.  cccxlyii. 

Bunsniorey  Lord:    Francis  Leigh,   i628-'i644;    Earl  of  Chichester, 

1644-1653. 

•  •  • 
vui. 

DmiBandle  and  Olanoonal,  Denis  St.  Qeorge  Daly,  1847. 
dcccczyiii. 

Dnnaany,  Lord:  Edward  Plunketi,  1852. 
dcccczyiii  dcccczix. 

Durham,  Lord:  John  Qeorge  Lambton,  18 28- 18 33;  Earl  of  Durham, 
1 833-1 840. 
dcxxy.  dclyii. 

Durham,  Earl  of:  John  Gtearge  Lambton,  1 833-1 840. 
dczcix. 

Durham,  Bishop  of:  Richard  Neale,  16 17-1627. 

1. 
Durham,  Bishop  of:  Thomas  Moreton,  1632-1659. 

y. 
Durham,  Bishop  of :  JohnCosin,  1660-1672. 


Durham,  Bishop  of:  Nicholas  Crewe,  1674-1722. 
cix. 

Durham,  Bishop  of:  Richard  Treyor,  1752-1771. 
occxliy. 

Dutton,  Lord :  Alexander  Hamilton,  summoned  vUa  pairia,  1806-18 19. 
dxyi.  dxix.  dxxiy.  dxxy.  dxxyi.  dL 
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Dynevor,  Lord:  George  Talbot  Rice,  1 793-1852. 
dlxxxviL 

EfTJTigham,  Lord:  Francis  Howard,  1 681 -1695. 
Ixxxv. 

Bi&ngham,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Howard,  1 763-1 791. 

cccxlix.  ccol.  ccclxii.  ccclzv.  ccclxyi.  ccclx?iL  ccclxx.  coclxxiL 
ccclxxiv.  ccclxxvi.  ccclxxviiL  ccdxxiz.  ccclxxxii.  ccclxxxiii.  cccIxxxy. 
cccIxxxyL  cccxciii.  cccxcvi.  cccxcvii. 

Eglinton,  Earl  of:  Alexander  Seton,  1 701-17  29. 
clxxyiii. 

Efi^linton,  Earl  of:  Alexander  Montgomerie,  17 29-1 769. 
cccxiiii.  cccxliv.  cccxlv. 

Eglintoiiy  Earl  of:  Archibald  Montgomerie,  1 769-1796. 
•   ccccv. 

Egremont,  Earl  of:  George  O'Brien  Wyndham,  1 763-1837. 
ccclxxviii.  ccclxxxii.  cccxciv.  ccccv. 

Eldon,  Lord:  John  Scott,  1799-182 1;  Earl  of  Eldon,  182 1. 
cccclxxxi.  dxxviii.  dxxxv.  dlxxxv. 

Eldon,  Earl  of:  John  Scott,  1821-1838. 

dxcviii.  dxcix.  dcxxiv.  dcxxvi.  dcxxxviii.  dcxlvi.  dclii.  dclxi.  dclxiT. 
dclxvi.  dclxxx.  dclxxxvii.  dclxxxviii. 

Eldon,  Earl  of:  John  Scott,  1 838-1 854. 
dcccxvi, 

Elioty  Lord:  John  Craggs  Eliot,  1804-1815;  Earl  St.Germains,  1815^ 
1823. 
cccclxxxi.  dxxviii. 

EUenborough,  Lord :  Edward  Law,  1818-1844 ;  Earl  of  EUenborongfa, 
1844. 
dlxxxvii.  dcvii.  dcxL  dcxvii.  dcxix.  dcxxi.  ddxii.  dqlxviiL  dclzxxi 
dcxc.  dccxxviii.  dccxxxv.  dccli.  dcclii.  dcdiii.  dcdiv. 

EUenborough,  Earl  of:  Edward  Law,  1844-187 1. 
dcccxlvi.  dcccbd.  dccccviii.  dccccxiv. 

EUenborough,  Lord :  Charles  Edmund  Law,  1871. 
dccccxxvii. 

Ely,  Bishop  of:  Matthew  Wren,  1638-1667. 

V. 

Ely,  Bishop  of:  Simon  Patrick,  1 691-1707, 
xcii.  cxvi.  cxviii. 

Ely,  Bishop  of:  John  Moore,  1707-1714. 
>clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxiii.  clxxvii  clxxix. 

Ely,  Bishop  of:  Joseph  Allen,  1 836-1 845. 
dcclxi. 

Ely,  Bishop  of :  Edward  Harold  Browne,  1864-1873^ 
dccccxiv. 
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EnniBkOlen,   Earl   of:    John   Willoughbj   Cole,   1 803-1 840;    Lord 
Grinstead,  1815. 
dlxxxvi.  dcxlvL 

Erskine,  Lord :  Thomas  Erskine,  1806-1823. 

occcxcL  cccGzciL  coccxciii.  ccccxciv.  ccccxcviL  oocczcyilL  d.  di.  diy. 
dxxiy.  dxxv.  dxKvi.  dxxix.  dzxxi.  dxlL  dlx.  dlxiii.  dlxx.  dlxxL 
dlxxii.  dlxxiii.  dbLxvii.  dlxxriii.  dlxxxii.  dd. 

Essex,  Earl  of:  Robert  Devereox,  1603-1646. 
11. 

Essex,  Earl  of:  Arthur  Capell,  1 661-1683. 
xvii.  XX.  xxxiY.  Iv.  Ivii.  Iviii. 

Essex,  Earl  of:  Algernon  Capel,  1683-1709. 
IxxxT.  ci.  cxlii.  cxlviL 

Essex,  Earl  of:  William  Capel,  1709-1743. 
cxcviii. 

Essex,  Earl  of:  William  Anne  Holies  Capell,  1743-1799. 
cccxliv. 

Essex,  Earl  of:  George  Capel,  1799-1839. 

ccccxcii.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  ccccxcvL  ccccxcvii.  ccccxcviiL  ccccxcix.  d. 
dl  diii.  dxviii.  dxxxvi.  dxlii.  dxlv.  dxlviii.  dxlix.  dl.  dli.  dlviii. 
d]xxxi  dixxxiii.  dlxxxiv.  dlxxxvL  dcxiii.  dcxxy. 

Eure.  Lord:  Ralph  Eure,  167 2-1 698. 
xzxix.  xli.  xlii.  IxiL  bdx.  Ixxvi.  Ixxxi. 

Exeter,  Earl  of:  David  Cecil,  1 640-1 643. 
II. 

Exeter,  Earl  of:  John  Cecil,  1643-1678. 

xvii. 
Exeter,  Earl  of:  Brownlow  Cecil,  1 722-1754. 

ocxxix.   ccxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiv.   ccxxxv.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix* 

ccxl.  .ccxli.   ccxlii.   ccxliii.   ccxlviiL   cclx.    cclxxviii.   cclxxix.    cclxxx. 

cccxv.  cccxvL  cccxvii.  cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxiv. 

Exeter,  Marquis  of:  Brownlow  Cecil,  1804-1867. 
dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi. . 


,  Marquis  of:  William  Allejne  Cecil,  1867. 
dccccxiv. 

Exeter,  Bishop  of:  Sir  Jonathan  Trelawny,  1 688-1 707. 

Ixxxii.  cix.  cxviii.  cxxviL  cxxviii.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxiL  cxxxiiL 
cxxxiv.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi.  cxliii. 

Exeter,  Bishop  of:  Frederic  Keppel,  1762-1777. 
cccxlv.  cccxlvi.  cccxlix.  cccl. 


»,  Bishop  of:  Henry  Philpotts,  1 830-1 868. 
dclxiii.  ddxiv.  dclxvi.  dclxxii.  dcciii.  dcciv.  dccxxxvi.  dccxl.  dcdviiL 
dcclx.  dcclxi.  dcclxii.  dcclxxxvi.  dcccxvi.  dcccxxx.  dccdxxxlL 

Sxmouth,  Viscount:  Edward  Pellew,  1816-1833. 
dlxxxv. 
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Falmouthy  Yiscomit:  Hugh  Boscawen,  1734-1783. 
cccxiii.  cccxvii.  ccczviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxiv.  occzxv. 

Falmoathy  Viscount:  Edward  Boscawen,  1808-1821;  Earl  Fahnouth, 

1821-1841. 
,    dlxxxy.  dczxiv.  dcxxrL  dcxxxyiii  dcxliv.  dczly.  dcxlvL  dcbdv.  doci 
dcciii  dccxi. 

Famboroughy  Lord :  Charles  Long,  1826-1838. 
dcxlv.  dcxlvi. 

Famham,  Earl  of :  John  James  Maxwell,  1 800-1 823. 
dlxxxT. 

Farnham,  Lord :  John  Maxwell  Barry,  1 823-1 838. 
dcxlv.  dcxlvi.  dcxlvii.  dcxlviii.  del. 

Famham,  Lord:  Henry  Maxwell,  1 838-1 868. 
dccxcvii.  dccxcviii.  dcccxlvi. 

Fauoonbergy  Viscount:   Thomas  Belasyse,  1652-1689;   Earl  Faucon- 
berg,  1 689-1 700. 
xvii.  xxxiv.  xlvii. 

Ferrers,  Earl:  Laurence  Shirley,  1745-1760. 
cccxxxi.  cccxxxii. 

Ferrers,  Earl:  Washington  Shirley,  1 760-1 778. 
cccxliii.  cccxliy.  cccli. 

Ferrers,  Earl:  Robert  Shirley,  1778-1787. 

ccclxxviii.     ccclxxix.     ccclxxxiL     occlxxxv.    ccclxxxvii.     ccdxzxviiL 
ccclxxxix.  CCCXCY. 

Ferrers,  Earl:  Washington  Ferrers,  1827-1842. 
dcxxxiv. 

Ferrers  of  Chartley,  Lord :  Robert  Shirley,  1677-1711 ;  Earl  Ferrer^ 
1711-1717. 
li.  CY.  cix.  cxx.  clxY.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii. 

Feversham,  Earl  of :  Lewis  de  Duras,  1677-1709. 
Ixxix.  ex.  cxxviii.  cxxxy.  cxxxvi.  cxncix. 

Fevershaxn,  Lord:  Charles  Duncombe,  1826-1841. 
dcxxvi.  dcxlvi.  dclxiv.  dckvi.  dclxxiv.  ddxxv. 

Feversham,  Lord:  William  Duncombe,  1841-1867. 
dcccxvi.  dcccxlv. 

Feversham,  Earl  of:  William  Ernest  Duncombe,  1868. 
dccccxi.  dccccxxviL 

Findlater,  Earl  of:  James  Ogilvy,  1711-1730. 
clxxviii. 

Fingall,  Lord :  Arthur  James  Plunkett,  1836-1869.    (Earl  of  Fingall.) 
dccxlii.  dcdxix.  dccclv. 

Fitzgerald,  Lord:   William  Fitzgerald,  1 835-1 843.    (Lord  Fitzgerald 
and  Vescy,  1832.) 
dccxliv.  dccilvi. 
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Fitogibbon,  Lord :  John  Fttzgibbon,  1802-185 1.     (Earl  of  Clare.) 
dcccxliii. 

Fitswalter,  Lord:  BeDJamin  Mildmay,  1669-1679. 
xlL 

ntswalter,  Lord :  Charles  Mildmay,  1 679-1 728. 
IzxxviiL  Ixzxix.  cix. 

Fitswalter,  Lord :  Brook  William  Bridges,  1868. 
dccccxiv. 

Fitswillianiy  Earl:  William  Wentworth  Fitzwilliam,  1756-1833. 
cccxlyiii.  cccxUx.  cccl.  cccli.  ccdii.  cccliii.  ccclvii.  ccclx.  ccclxL 
ccclxii.  ccdxiii.  ccclxv.  cccIxyL  ccclxrii.  ccclxx.  ccclxxi.  ccclxxiL 
ccclxxvi.  ccdzzviii.  ccclxxix.  ccclxxxii.  ccclxxxiii.  ccdzxxv.  ccclxxxvi. 
ccclxxxvii.  ccclxxxyiii.  ccclxxxix.  ceczc.  occxciL  occxcix.  ccccii. 
cccciii.  cccciy.  ccccy.  eccciz.  ccccxxviiL  ccccxzix.  ccccxxxvi.  ccccxl. 
ccccxliv,  ccccxlviii.  cccclvi.  cccclvii.  cccclx.  cccclxii.  cccclxyi. 
cccclxviii.  cccdxxxYiii.  ccccxc.  ccccxeii.  ccccxciiL  ccccxciv.  diii.  dxvi, 
dzxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvL  dxlv.  dxlviii.  dli.  dlxvii.  dlxxi.  dxcii.  ^cziii. 

FitswiUiam,  Earl :  Charles  William  Fitzwilliam,  1 833-1 857. 
dcczxvii.  dccxlii.  dcccxxri.  dcccxliii. 

Foley,  Lord :   Thomas  Foley,  171 2-1 733. 

cbcdx.  clxxx.  clxxzi.  clzxxii.  cbdudy.  dxxxy.  dxxxvii.  dxxxviii. 
clxzxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxcii.  cxciii.  cxciy.  cxcvi.  ccii.  cciv.  ccv.  ccvi. 
ceviii  ecz.  ccxi*  ccziL  ccziy.  coxy.  ccxyL  ccxyii.  cczyiii.  cczix.  ccxx. 
cczzi.  cezxii.  ccxziii.  cczziy.  cczzyi.  cczzyii.  oczxyiii.  ccxxix.  ccxxx. 
ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  cexxxiii.  ccxzziy.  eczzzy.  eczzzyi.  ccxxxyii. 
ccxxxyiii.  ccxzziz.  cczl.  cczli.  cozlii.  ccxliii.  cczly.  ccxlyi.  cczlyii. 
ccxlyiii.  ccl.  ccli.  cclz.  cclzi.  cdzii.  cdziii.  ccbdy.  cclzy.  cdzyi. 
edzz.  odzxL  cclzzii.  cdzziii.  cclzziy.  cclzzyii.  cclzzyiii.  cclzzz. 
cclzzzy.  cdzzzyi. 

Foley,  Lord :  Thomas  Foley,  1 733-1 766. 

cclzzxix.  cczc.  cczcii.  cczciiL  cczcy.  cczcyi.  cczcyii.  cczciz.  ooc. 
ecci.  eccii.  ccciii.  ccciy.  cccy.  cccyii.  cccyiii.  ccczy.  ccczyi.  ccczyiL 
ccczzi  ccczziy.  ccczzy.  ccczzyi.  ccczzyiii  ccczzz.  ecczzzi.  ccczzziii 
ccczl. 

Foley,  Lord  :  Thomas  Foley,  1777-1793. 
ccclzzyiiL  ccdzzzii.  eccci.  cccciy.  ccccy. 

Foley,  Lord :  Thomas  Foley,  1 793-1 833. 
dlyilL  dlzzzL 

Foley,  Lord :  Thomas  Henry  Foley,  1 833-1 869. 
dcczlii.  dcclziii.  dcclzzziii.  dccczzyiii. 

Folkestone,  Yisoonnt :  William  Bonyerie,  1761-1765;  Eari  of  Radnor, 
1765. 
ccczlii. 

Forbes,  Lord :  James  Ochoncar  Forbes,  1804-1843. 
dlzzzy. 
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Forester^  Lord  :  John  George  "Weld  Forester,  1828-1874. 

dclxiv.  dclxvi.  dclxviiL  ddxx.  dclxxi.   dclndi.  dclxxv.  dclxzvL  dccL 
dccliii.  dccliv.  dcccxlv.  dccocxiv. 

Fortesoue,  Lord:  Matthew  Fortescne,  i75i-i785« 

cccxli.     cccxlii.     cocxlv.     cccxlyiii.     occxlix.    ccd.    ccdi.     ccdxxviiL 
ccclxxix.  ccclxxxiiL  ccclxxxv.  ccclxxxvlL 

Fortesone,  Earl:  Hugh  Fortescne,  1 789-1841. 
diii.  dxlii. 

Fortesone,  Earl :  Hugh  Fortescue,  1841-1861. 
dcclxix.  dcclxxxiii. 

FresoheYille  of  Stsveley,  Lord:  John  Frescheville,  1664-1682. 
U. 

Gage,  Lord :  Henry  Hall  Gage,  1808.     (Viscount  Gage.) 

dizy.    dlxvi.    dlxzx.    dlxxxvii.    dciiL    dciv.    ddxr.    dclxxi.    dclxxiii. 
dclxxv.  dclxxvi.  dclxxxiv.  dcxc  dcxcix.  dcccxvi.  dccczvii.  dcccxlY. 

GainsborouglL,  Earl  of :  Baptist  Noel,  17 14-1 751. 
cclxxvu.  cclxxxviL  eccrii. 

Gainsborough,  Earl  of:  Charles  George  Noel,  1866. 
dccccxi.  dccccxxvil 

Gerard,  Lord:  Charles  Gerard,  1645-1679;  Earl  of  Macclesfield,  1679- 

1693. 
'    xxii.  XXX. 

Glasgow,  Earl  of:  David  Boyle,  1 703-1 733. 
clxi. 

Glenelg,  Lord :  Charles  Grant,  1835-1866. 
dccdxix.  dccclxxi. 

Glengall,  Earl  of:  Richard  Butler,  18 19-1858. 
dclxxL    dclxxiii.    dcci.    dccxliv.    dccxlvi    dcclviii.    dcdix.    dcocxlu. 
dcccxlvi.  dcceli.  dccclii. 

Gloucester,  Duke  of:  William  Frederic,  1805-1834. 
ccccxc.   ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  dxxi.  dxxiL  dxxiv.  dxxY.  dxxvL  dxxriL 
dxlL  dxlv.  dxlviL  dxlix.  dl.  dliv.  dlxxxiv.  dcliii.  dclxiv.  ddxxxiL 

Gloucester,  Bishop  of:  Godfrey  Goodman,  1 640-1 656. 

V. 

Gloucester,  Bishop  of:  Edward  Fowler,  1 691-17 14. 
cxiv. 

Gloucester,  Bishop  of:  William  Warburton,  1 760-1 779. 
cccxliii.  cccxliv. 

Gloucester  and  Bristol,  Bishop  of:  James  Henry  Monck,  1 830-1 863. 
dclxiv.  dcclviii.  dcdix.  dcccxvi.  dcccxxx. 

Gloucester  and  Bristol,  Bishop  of:  Charles  John  Ellicott,  1863. 
dccccxiv. 

Godolphin,  Lord:  Sidney  Godolphin,  1 684-1 706;  Earl  of  Godolphio, 
1 706-1 7 1 2. 
cxiv.  cxxiv.  cxxv.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi. 
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Godolphin,  Earl  of :  Sidney  Godolpliin,  1706-17 12. 
cbd.  dxix.  clxx.  dxxi.  cbudi.  dxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxxvii. 

Qodolphin,  Lord :  Francis  Qodolphin  Osborne,  summoned  vita  patris, 
1832-1850. 
dec. 

Qordon,  Lord:   Qeorge  Gk>rdon,  summoned  vita  patris,.  1807-182 7; 
Earl  of  Norwich,  18 2 7-1 836.     (Duke  of  Gordon.) 
dlxxxv. 

Gordon,  Viscoimt :  G^rge  Gordon,  181 4-1 860.     (Earl  of  Aberdeen.) 
ddxii.  ddxxvii.  ddxxzi  dclxxxii.  dclxxxiv.  dcccxl.  dccclvii. 

Ooeford,  Earl  of:  Archibald  Acheson,  1 835-1 849. 
dccxlii.  dccciv. 

Qoughy  Viscount:  George  Stephens  Gough,  1869. 
dccccxiv. 

Qower,  Lord:  John  Leveson  Gower,  1 703-1 709. 
cxlvi 

Gower,  Lord:  John  Leveson  Gower,  1 709-1 746;  Earl  Gt)wer,  1746- 

1754.  ^ 

dxxxiv.  dxxxY.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxcvi.  cxcvii.  cxcviii.  ccii.  cciii. 
cciv.  ccv.  ccvii.  ccviiL  ocix.  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxii.  ccxxv.  ccxxvii.  ccxxviii. 
ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii  ccxxxv.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxviii. 
ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxU.  ccxliL  ccxliii.  ccxlv.  ccxlviL  ccxlviii.  cclL  cdii. 
cclvi  cdviL  cclx.  cclxi.  cclxii.  cdxiii.  cclxiv.  cdxv.  cclxvL  cclxviii. 
cclxix.  oclxx.  cdxxiL  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv.  ccLxxvi.  cclxxvii.  cclxxyiii. 
cclxxx.  cdxxxi.  cclxxxii.  cclxxxiii.  cdxxxiv.  cclxxxv.  cclxxxvi. 
cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii  cdxxxix.  ccxc  ccxcii.  ocxciiL  ccxciv.  ccxcv. 
ccxcvi.  ccxcvii  ccxcviii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci,  cccii.  ccciii,  ccciv.  cccvii. 
cccviii.  cccix.  cccx.  cccxi  cccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  ccexv.  cccxvi. 
eccxyii.  cccxviiL  cccxix.  cocxx.  cccxxi.  cccxxiv.  cccxxv.  cccxxviii. 
cccxxix. 

Gower,  Earl :  Granville  Gower,  1 754-1 786 ;  Marquis  of  Stafford,  1786- 
1803. 
cccxUii.  cccxliv.  cccxlvi. 

Grafton,  Duke  of:  Charles  Pitzroy,  1690-1757. 
clxxix.  clxxx. 

Grafton,  Duke  of:  Augustus  Henry  Fitzroy,  1757-1811. 
cccxiii.  ccclxxviii.  cccbudx.  ccclxxxv.  ccccxxiii.  ccccxxxix. 

Grafton,  Duke  of:  G^rge  Henry  Fitzroy,  1811-1844. 
dlxxxiv.  dlxxxvi. 

Graliam,   Earl:   WiUiam  Graham,  1 731-17 90.    (Duke  of  Montrose, 
1741-1790.) 
ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccvii.  cccxxiv. 

Ghraham,  Earl:  James  Graham,  1 790-1836.     (Duke  of  Montrose.) 
dxxviii. 
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Qraham,  Earl :  James  Graham,  1836.     (Duke  of  Montrose.) 
dcccxvi.  decccxiv. 

Qranard,  Lord:  G^rge  Forbes,  1806-1837.     (Earl  of  Gramird.) 
dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi. 

Oranard,  Lord:    George  Arthur  Hastings  Forbes,   1837.      (Earl  of 
Granard.) 
dccccxL 

Grantham,  Lord:  Thomas  Bobinson,  1 761-17 70. 
ccczlii. 

Grantham,  Lord:  Thomas  Philip  Weddel  Bobinson,  1786-1833;  Earl 
deGrey,  1833- 1859. 
dlxxxviL  dclxxv. 

Grantley,  Lord :  'William  Norton,  1 789-1822. 
dxxiv.  dxxy.  dxxvi. 

Grantley,  Lord:  Fletcher  Norton,  1822. 
dclxv.  dclxvi.  ddxxiy.  dclxxv.  dcccxv.  dcccxvi. 

Granvilley  Lord :  Charles  Granville,  summoned  vita  patris^  1689— 17 01. 
Ixxiii.  Ixxv.  Ixxxi.  Ixxxii.  Ixxxiii.  Ixxxviii.  xci  cv.  cix.  ex.  cxL 
cxix.  cxxii.  cxxiii.  cxxiv.  cxxv.  cxxvL  cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxxix.  cxxx. 

Ghranvilley  Lord:  John  Granville,  1 702-1 707. 
cxlvi  cxlviii.  cliL  cliii.  cliv.  civ.  clx. 

Granville,  Viscount :    Granville   L^veson  Gower,    1815-1833 ;    Earl 
Granville,  1833-1846. 
dcliii. 

Granville,  Earl :  Ghranville  George  Leveson  Gower,  1846. 
dccclxix. 

Gray,  Lord:  Francis  Graj,  1 807-1842. 
dlxxxv. 

Greenwich,  Earl  of:  John  Campbell,  17  05-1719;  Duke  of  Greenwich, 
1 7 19-1743.     (Duke  of  Argyll.) 
clxi.  clxiii.  dxiv.  clxxviiL  dxxix.  clxxx.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxdv. 

Greenwich,  Duke  of :  John  Campbell,  1719-1743.  (Duke  of  At^U.) 
cclvi.  cclvii.  cccvii.  cccix.  cccx.  cccxi  cccxii.  cccxiii.  occxiv.  cocxv. 
cccxvi  cccxvii.  cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  occxxi.  cccxxiv.  cccxxv. 

GrenvillCy  Lord :  William  "Wyndham  Grenville,  1790-1834. 

cccclxix.  ccccxcii.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  ooccxcvii.  ceccxcviii.  d.  di.  diiL 
dxiv.  dxxxvi.  dxlii.  dxlv.  dxlvii.  dxlviii.  dxlix.  dl.  dli. 

Grey,  Earl :  Charles  Grey,  1807-1845. 

ccccxc.  ccccxcii.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  ccccxcvi.  ccccxcviL  ccccxcviiL 
ccccxcix.  d.  dxx..  dxxi.  dxxiL  dxxx.  dxxxi.  dxxxii.  dxxxvi.  dxliL 
dxlv.  dxlvii.  dxlix.  dlv.  dlviii.  dlxv.  dlxvi.  dlxviiL  dlxx.  dlxxi. 
dlxxxiv.  dxcii.  dcxiii. 

Ghrey,  Earl :  Henry  George  Grey,  1845. 
dccclxviii.  dcccba. 
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Qrey  of  Bolleston,  Lord:  Charles  North,  1673-1690;  Lord  North, 
1677. 
xxxix,  xli.  xlv.  xlvii.  bdii.  bdv.  Ixxvi. 

drey  de  Warke,  Lord :  William  Grey,  1624-1674. 
iv.  yi.  yiL  iz.  x.  xi.  xii.  xiii.  xiy.  xviL 

drey  of  Werke,  Lord:  Forde  Grey,  1675-1695;  Earl  of  Tankerville, 
1695-1701. 
Ivii.  Iviii  Ixiv.  bdx. 

Grey  of  Werke,  Lord:  Balph  Grey,  1701-1706. 
cxlvii. 

Qiifflx^Lord:  Edward  Griffin,  1715-1742. 
cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxciii. 


Lord:   William  Willoughby  Cole,  1840.     (Earl  of  Emiis- 
killen.) 
dccdi.     dccclii.     dcoclid.     dccdxiy.     dcccxcviii.     dccccvi.    dccccxiv. 
dccccxyiii. 

GroBvenor,  Lord:   Bichard  Groevenor,  1 761-17 84;   Earl  Grosvenor, 
1784-1802. 
occxliii  cccxliy.  cccxlix.  ccd.  cccli.  ccclxi. 

Qroevenory  Earl:  Bobert  Grosyenor,  1802-1831;  Marquis  of  West' 
minster,  1 831-1845. 
cccclxxxyii.    dxy.    dxyi.    dxxx.    dlyiii.    dlx.    dlxii.    dlxxii.    dlxxiii. 
dlxxyii.  dlxxxiii  dcxi  dcxiii. 

Guilford,  Lord:  Francis  North,  1685-1729. 

xcix.  cxiy.  cxxiii.  cxxy.  cxxyi.  cxxyii.  cxxyiii.  cxxix.  cxxx.   cxxxi. 

cxxxii.  cxxxy.  cxxxyi.  cxxxix.  cxl.  cxlyi  cxlyiii.  clii.  cliy.  cly.  clyL 

clyii.  clyiii.  clix.  clx.  dxiil  clxiii.  clxiy.  dxy.  clxyi.  clxyiL  clxyiii. 

clxxxiy,  dxxxyii.  dxxxyiii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxciy.  cxcyii.  cxcyiii. 
'    cxcix.  cc.  ccL  ccii.  cciii.  cciy.  ccy.  ccyi.  ccyii.  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxii.  ccxiii. 

ccxiy.  coxy,  ccxyi  ccxyii.  ccxyiii.  ccxix.  ccxx.  ccxxiii.  ccxxiy.  ccxxy. 

ccxxyi.    ccxxix.    ccxxx.    ccxxxi.    ccxxxii.   ccxxxiy.   ccxxxy.   ccxxxyi. 

ccxxxyii.  ccxxxyiii  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxiii.  ccxliiL  ccxly. 

Guilford,  Earl  of:  George  Augustus  North,  1 792-1802. 
ccccxxyi.  ecccxxyii. 

Guilford,  Earl  of:  Francis  North,  1827-1861. 
dcxxxyiii.  dclxiy.  dclxyi.  ddxxiy.  dclxxy. 

Halifax,  Viscount :  George  SayUe,  1668-1 679;  Earl  of  Halifax,  1679- 
1682  ;  Marquis  of  HsJifax,  1682-1695. 
xxxiy.  xxxyiii.  xxxix.  xli.  xlyii. 

Halifax,  Marquis  of:  George  Sayile,  168  2-1 695. 
Ixxyi.  xc.  xci.  xcyii. 

Halifax,  Marquis  of:  William  Sayile,  1 695-1 700. 
cix.  ex.  cxii  cxiy.  cxyiii. 

HalifiBOC,  Lord:  Charles  Montagu,  1700-17 14;  Earl  of  Halifax,  17 14- 

1715. 
cxlyii.  clxix.  dxx.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxyi.  clxxix.  clxxx. 
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Halites,  Earl  of:  Qeorge  Montagu,  1715-1739. 
cclvi.  cclvii. 

HaliflEkz,  Earl  of :  Qeorge  Montagu,  afterwards  Dunk,  1739-17 7  2. 
ccdx.  cecz.  occxi.  cccxii.  cccxiii.  occxiv.  cccxviL  ccczix.  occxx.  coczxL 
cccxxiv.  cccxxY.  cccxxviL  cocxxbc.  cccxliii. 

Hamilton,  Duke  of:  James  Douglas,  1694-17 12. 
cbdii.  cbdv.  clzvi. 

Hamilton  and  Brandon,  Duke  of:  Alexander  Hamilton,  1819-1852. 
dlxxxi.  dcxlix. 

Hampden,  Viscount:  Thomas  Trevor  Hampden,  1 783-1824. 
cecciv. 

Harborough,  Earl  of:  Bennet  Sherard,  17 19-1732. 
cclvi.  cclvii. 

Harconrt,  Lord :  Simon  Harcourt,  1711-1727. 
clxxv.  cIxxxviL  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxcvi. 

Harconrt,  Earl:  George  Simon  Harcourt,  1 777-1809. 

ccclxxvi.  ccclxxviii.  ccclxxix.  ccdxxxii.  ccdxxxv.  ccclxxxvi.  ocdxxxviiL 
ccccii. 

Hardwicke,  Earl  of:  Philip  Yorke,  1 790-1834. 
cccclxxxi.  dxviii. 

Hardwicke,  Earl  of:  Charles  Philip  Yorke,  1834-1873. 
dcccxvi. 

Harewood,  Lord:  Edward  Lascelles,  17 96-18 12;  Earl  of  Harewood, 
1812-1820. 
dxxviii. 

Hartismere,  Lord:  John  Major,  1866-1870.   (Lord  Henniker.) 
dccccxiv. 


Earl  of:   Leicester  Fitzgerald  Charles  Stanhope,   1851- 
1862. 
.    dccclxxviii.  dcccxci.  dcccxcviii. 

Harris,  Lord:  Qeorge  Harris,  1815-1829. 
dlxxxv.  dxc. 

Harrowby,  Earl  of:  Dudley  Ryder,  1809-1847. 
dxxviii.  dcclx. 

Harrowby,  Earl  of :  Dudley  Ryder,  1847. 
dccclxix.  dccccxiv. 

Hastings,  Lord  :  Jacob  Astley,  1841-1859. 
dcccxv.  dcccxvi. 

Hatherton,  Lord  :  Edward  John  Littleton,  1835-1863. 
dccxix.  dccxlii.  dcclxiii. 

Hatton,  Lord:  Christopher  Hatton,  1643-1670. 
xiv.  XV. 

Hatton,  Viscount :  William  Hatton,  1 706-1 760. 
clxxiv. 
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HaTersham,  Lord:  John  Thompson,  1 696-1 710. 

cxiii.  cxT.  cxvi.  cxix.  cxx.  cxxi.  cxlvL  cli.  cliL  cliii.  cliv. 

Hayershaxn,  Lord:  Maurice  Thompson,  17 10-1745. 

clxvi.  clxvii.  dxyiii.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxii.  dxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxxVii. 
clxxix.  clxxx.  cclxvii.  ccxcii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii.  ccciii.  ccciv. 
cccvii.  cccix.  cccx.  cccxi.  cccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  cccxvi. 
cccxvii.  cccxix.  cocxx.  cccxxi.  cccxxiii.  cccxxiv.  cccxxv.  cccxxyi. 
cccxxvii.  cccxxviii. 

Hawarden,  Viscount :  Comwallis  Maude,  1 807-1 856. 
dccxliv.  dccxlvi.  dccxlyii.  dccliii.  dccclxv.  dccclxviii. 

Hawarden,  Viscount :  Comwallis  Maude,  1856. 
dccccxiy.  dccccxxi.  dccccxxiii. 

Hawke,  Lord  :  Martin  Bladen  Hawke,  1 781-1805. 
ccccv.  ccccvii. 

Hawkesbury,  Lord :  Bobert  Banks  Jenkinson,  summoned  vita  patris, 
1803-1808;  Earl  of  Liverpool,  1808-1828. 
cccclxxxi. 

Hay,  Lord:  George  Henry  Hay,  1711-1758.  (Earl  of  Kinnoull,  1719.) 
clxxxY.  clxxxviiL  cxcv.  cxcviii.  ccxxv.  ccxxvi.  ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxi. 
ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxiv.  ccxxxv.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxvii.  ccxxxviii. 
ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  cclyi.  cclvii. 

Hay,  Lord :  Bobert  Hay  Drummond,  1 787-1804.     (Earl  of  Kinnoull.) 
cccciiL  cccciv.  ccccv.  ccccix.  ccccxvi.  cccdv. 

Hay,  Lord:    Thomas  Bobert  Drummond  Hay,  1 804-1 866.     (Earl  of 
Kinnoull.) 
dcxlvi  dclxxv.  dclxxxiv.  dcxc.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi. 

Headforty  Marquis  of:  Thomas  Taylour,  1800- 184 2;  Lord  Eenlis,  1831. 
dxxv.  dxxvi. 

Herbert  of  Chirbury,  Lord :  Henry  Herbert^  1678-1691. 

Iv.  IviL  Iviii.  Ixix.  Ixx.  Ixxii.  Ixxiii.  Ixxv.  Ixxvii.  Ixxviii.  Ixxxi. 
Ixxxii.  Ixxxiii. 

Herbert  of  Chirbury,  Lord :  Henry  Herbert,  1 694-1 709. 
c.  cxx.  cxlii.  cxlvii.  clxi. 

Herbert  of  Chirbury,  Lord:  Henry  Herbert,  1709-17 38. 
clxix.  clxx,  clxxi.  clxxii.  dxxiii.  clxxvi. 

Hereford,  Viscount :  Edward  Devereux,  1 683-1 700. 
cix. 

Hereford;  Viscount:  Price  Devereux,  1700-1740. 

cxxiii.  cxxiv.  cxxvii.  ccxxvi.  ccxxvii.  ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxii. 
ccxlii.  ccxliii.  cclxxi.  cclxxii.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv. 

Hereford,  Viscount:  Price  Devereux,  1740-17 48. 

cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  cccxvi.  cccxvii.  cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxi. 
cccxxiv.  cccxxv.  cccxxvi.  cccxxviii.  cccxxxi. 
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Hereford,  Yiscoont :  Edward  Devereox,  1 760-1 783. 
ccclxxyi.  ooolxxxii. 

Hereford,  Yiscount :  Qeorge  Devereax,  1783-1804. 
coooiy.  ccccT. 

Hereford,  Yiscount:  Henry  Devereox,  1 804-1 843. 
djudv.  dxxv.  dxxvi. 

Hereford,  Bishop  of:  C^rgeCook,  1 636-1 646. 

V. 

Hereford,  Bishop  of:  Herbert  Croft,  1662-1691. 

XXX. 

Hereford,  Bishop  of:  Oilbert  Ironside,  1691-1701. 
cix. 

Hereford,  Bishop  of :  Philip  Bisse,  171 3-1 721. 
clxxxiv.  clxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci  cxcii.  cxciii. 

Hereford,  Bishop  of:  John  Luxmore,  1808-1815. 
dxxYiii. 

Hertford,  Marquis  of:  William  Seymour,  1640-1660;  Duke  of  Somerset, 
1660. 

11.  i 

Hertford,  Earl  of:  Francis  Seymour  Conway,  17 50-1 7 93;  Marquis  of 
Hertford,  17  93-1 7  94. 
cccciv.  ccccv. 

Hertford,  Marquis  of:  Francis  Charles  Seymour  Conway,  182  2-1842. 
dccx. 

Hertford,  Marquis  of:  Francis  George  Hugh  Seymour,  1870. 
dccccxxvii. 

Herrey,  Lord:  John  Hervey,  1703-1714;  Earl  of  Bristol,  1714-1751. 
clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  dxxii.  clxxiii  clxxvii. 

Hervey,  Lord:  John  Hervey,  summoned  vitapcUriSy  1 733- 1743- 
cccxxix.  cccxxx. 

HillBborough,  Earl  of:  Arthur  Blundell  Sandys  Trumhull  Hill,  1801- 
1845.     (Marquis  of  Downshire.^ 
dxx.  dxxi.  dxxii.  dlxxxi.  dlxxxiii.  dlxxxvi.  dcxi.  dcxiii. 

Holland,  Lord:  Henry  Richard  Fox,  17 74-1 840;  afterwards  Fox 
Yassall. 
ccccxli.  ccccxlii.  eccexliv.  coccxlTiii.  occcl.  occcli.  ooocliii.  ooodviii. 
cccclx.  cccclxii.  cccclxiv.  cccclxv.  cccclxvi.  cccclxviii.  ccocbanriL 
cccclxxviii.  cccclxxix.  cccclxxx.  cccclxxxiv.  cccdxxxv.  occclxxxYiL 
cccclxxxyiii.  ccecxc  ccccxci.  ecccxciii  ccccxciv.  ccccxcv.  occcxcvi. 
ccccxcvii.  ccccxcviii.  ccccxcix.  d.  diii.  dviii.  dix.  dxi.  dxx.  dxxi. 
dxxii.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dxxvii.  dxxix.  dxxxi.  dxxxii.  dxxxiv. 
dxxxvi.  dxl.  dxlii.  dxliii.  dxlv.  dxlvii.  dli.  dlii.  dliiL  dliv.  dlviii. 
dlix.  dlx.  dlxi.  dlxii  dlxv.  dlxvi.  dlxvii.  dlxviii.  dlxx.  dlxxi.  dlxxii. 
dlxxiiL   dlxxv.    dlxxvii.   dlxxx.    dxcii.    dcii.   dciii.   dcv.   dcvii.  ddx. 


INDEX  OF  SIGNATURES.  581 

dcxiii.  dcxv.  dcxxv.  dcxzxvi.  ddiii.  ddiv.  dclvii.  dclviii.  dclix. 
dcxciii.  dccii.  dccviii.  dccxv.  dccxix.  dccxxiv.  dccxxv.  dccxxx. 
dccxxzi.  dccxxxii.  dccxxxv.  dccxlii. 

Holland,  Lord:  Hemy  Edward  Fox,  1840-1859. 
dcccxxxiii. 

Holland,  Earl  of:  Henry  Rich,  1 624-1 649. 
iv.  vi.  vii. 

Holies,  Lord:  Denzil  Holies,  1661-1680. 
zxxvi.  xxxix.  xli. 

Home^  Earl :  Alexander  Home,  1706-17  20. 
clxxv.  dxxviii. 

Home,  Earl  of:  Alexander  Rowney  Home,  1786-1841. 
dxxyiii.  ddxiv. 

Hood  of  Catherington,  Lord:   Henry  Hood,  1 806-1 816;  Viscount 
Hood,  1816-1836. 
dxU. 

Houghton,  Lord:  "William  Holies,  1616-1624  ;  Earl  of  Clare,  1624-1637. 
1. 

Houghton,  Lord :  Richard  Monckton  Milnes,  1863. 
dcccGxi.  dccccxxyii. 

Howard  of  Charlton,  Lord :  Charles  Howard,  summoned  vita  patris, 
1 640-1 669  ;  Earl  of  Berkshire,  1 669-1 679. 
xxviL  XXX. 

Howard  of  Escrick,  Lord :  Edward  Howard,  1628-1675. 
ii  iv.  vi.  vii.  x.  xL  xiv.  xx. 

Howard  of  Escrick,  Lord  :  William  Howard,  1678-1695. 
Ivii. 

Howard  of  Esoricky  Lord :  Charles  Howard,  1694-17 14. 

cxiv.  cxx.  cxxii.  cxxiiL  cxxiv.  cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxi. 
cxxxv.  cxxxvi.  cli.  cliv.  civ.  clvi.  dxv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviiL 

Howden,  Lord :  John  Hobart  Caradoc,  1 839-1 874. 
dcclvi. 

Howe,  Earl:   Richard  William  Penn  Assheton  Curzon  Howe,  182 1- 
1870. 
dcxxiv.  dclxiv. 

Hunadon,  Lord:  John  Carey,  summoned  vita  pairiSf  1 640-1 668;  Earl 
of  Dover,  1668-1677. 
vi.  vii. 

Hunadon,  Lord :  Robert  Carey,  1677-1692. 
xlix. 

Hunadon,  Lord :  Robert  Carey,  1 692-1 702. 
cix.  cxxvL  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi. 

Hunadon,  Lord:  William  Ferdinand  Carey,  1702-1765. 

clxxv. 
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Hunsdon,  Lord  :    Lucius    Bentinck   Carey,    1834.     (Viscount  Falk- 
land.) 
dccxxx.  dccxxxi.  dccxlii. 

Huntingdony  Earl  of :  Theophilus  HastiDgs,  i655>i7oi. 
xxYiu,  liii.  lyu.  Ivui.  Ixxix.  Ixxxii.  xc.  cix. 

Huntingdony  Earl  of:  George  Hastings,  1701-1705. 
cxlii. 

nuQtingdony  Earl  of:  Theophilus  Hastings,  1705- 1746. 
cclxx.  cclxxiiL  cclxxiy.  cclxxvi.  ccxcix.  ecc.  ccci.  cccit  ccciiL  cccrii. 
cccxxviii.  cccxxix. 

Huntingdony  Earl  of:  Francis  Hastings,  1 746-1 789. 
cccxlix.  cccl.  cccli.  ccclii.  cccciy.  ccccv. 

Huntingdony  Earl  of:  Hans  Francis  Hastings,  1819-1828. 
dlxxxT. 

Hutchinson,  Lord  :  John  Helj  Hutchinson,  1 801-1832. 
ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  diii.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi. 

Hutchinson,  Viscount:  Richard  John  Hely  Hutchinson,  1 851-1866. 
(Earl  of  Donoughmore.) 
dccclxiii.  dccclxxviii.  dccclxxix.  dcccci. 

Hyde,  Lord:  Edward  Hyde,  16 60-1 661;  Earl  of  Clarendon,  1661. 
xiv. 

Hyde,  Lord:  Thomas  Villiers,  1756-1776;  Earl  of  (Dlarendon,  1776- 
1786. 
cccxliii.  cccxliv.  cccxlix.  cccl. 

nay,  Earl  of:  Archibald  Campbell,  1706-1743;  Duke  of  Argyll,  1743- 
1761. 
clxi.  clxiil  clxiv.  clxxv.  clxxviii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxciv. 

Ilchester,  Earl  of:  Henry  Stephen  Fox  Strangways,  1 802-1 858. 
dlxvi.  dlxxxvii. 

Jeffreys,  Lord:  John  Jeflreys,  1 689-1 703. 

cv.   cix.   ex.    cxiv.    cxv.    cxviii.    cxxii.    cxxiii.   cxxiv.    cxxvi.    cxxvii. 
cxxviii.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxy.  cxxxvi.  cxxxix.  cxl. 

Jermyn,  Lord :  Thomas  Jermyn,  1 683-1 703. 
Ixxix.  Ixxx.  IxxxvL  cxi.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi. 

Jersey,  Earl  of:  Edward  Villiers,  1697-17 11. 
cxxxtL  cli.  clxv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii. 

Jersey,  Earl  of :  William  Villiers,  1711-1721. 
clxxxi. 

Jersey,  Earl  of:  George  Bussy  Villiers,  1 769-1 805. 
ccclxxxY. 

Jersey,  Earl  of:  George  Child  Villierp,  1 805-1 859. 

ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  ccccxcvi.  ccccxcvii.  ccccxcviii.  ccccxcix.  d,  diii. 
dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dxxxvi.  dli.  dlxx.  dlxxiL  dlxxiii.  dlxxxvi. 
dclxiv.  dclxv. 
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Keith,  Lord:  George  Keith  Elpbinstone,  1 803-1 814;  Viscount  Keith, 
1814-1823. 
dxviii.  dxxiv.  dxzv.  dxxvi.  dxxvii. 

Kellie,  Earl  of:  Walter  Coningsby  Erskine,  1866-1873. 
dccccxiy. 

Kenmare,  Earl  of:  Valentine  Browne,  181 2-1853. 
dcclxxvii. 

Kent,  Earl  of:  Henry  Grey,  1643-1651. 
X.  xi. 

Kent,  Earl  of:  Anthony  Grey,  1651-1702. 
XXX.  liii.  Iv.  Ivii.  Iviii.  xc.  cix.  exxvi.  cxxvii. 

Kent,  Earl  of :  Henry  Grey,  1 702-1 706  ;  Marquis  of  Kent,  1 706-1 710; 
Duke  of  Kent,  1710-1740. 
cxliv. 

Kent,  Duke  of:  Henry  Grey,  17 10-1740. 
cbdx.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  ccxv. 

Kent,  Duke  of:  Edward,  1799-1820. 
dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dxxvii. 

Kenyon,  Lord:  Lloyd  Kenyon,  1 788-1802. 
ccccxi. 

Kenyon,  Lord  :  George  Kenyon,  1802-1855. 

dxxviii.  dlxxxi.  dlxxxv.  dlxxxvi.  dcvi.  dcxxiv.  dcxxvi.  dcxxvii. 
dcxxix.  dcxxxviii.  dcxxxix.  dcxl.  dcxlii.  dcxliv.  dexlv.  dcxlvi.  dclxii. 
dclxiii.  dcbdv.  dclxv.  dclxvi.  dclxvii.  dclxix.  dclxxiv.  dclxxv. 
dclxxxii.  dclxxxiv.  dclxxxv.  dclxxxvi.  dclxxxvii.  dclxxxviii.  dcxc. 
dcxci.  dexcii.  deciv.  decx.  dccxi.  dccxii.  dccxxxv.  dccxxxvii.  dccxlix. 
dccliii.  dccliv.  dcclviL  dcclviii.  dcclix.  dcclxxvi.  dcclxxix.  dccxcvii. 
dccxcviiL  dccxcix.  dccci.  dcccxvL  dcccxlvi. 

Keppel,  Viscount :  Augustus  Keppel,  1 782-1786. 
eccxcix. 

Kep,  Earl  of:   Robert  Ker,   1722-174 1 ;   Duke  of  Roxburghe,  1741- 

cclxxiii.  cclxxiv.  cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxii.  cclxxxiii.  cclxxxiv. 
cclxxxvii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii. 
ccciL  ccciiL  cccvi.  cccvii.  cccxv.  cccxvi  cccxvii.  cccxviii. 

Ker,  Earl  of:  John  Ker,  17  55-1 804;  Duke  of  Eoxburghe. 
cocxliii^  cccxliv. 

Ker,   Lord:    John  William  Robert  Ker,    18 24-1 841.      (Marquis  of 
Lothian.) 
dclxiv. 

Killaloe,  Bishop  of:  William  Fitzgerald,  1862. 
dccccv. 

Kilmaine,  Lord:  John  Cavendish  Browne,  1825-1873. 
dccccxiv.  dccccxviii.  dccccxix. 
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Kilmorey  Bishop  of:  George  de  la  Poer  Bere6f<»rd,  1802-184 1. 
dclxiv. 

Kilmore,  Bishop  of:  Hamilton  Yerschojle,  1 862-1 870. 
dccccv. 

KilByth,  Yiscoont :  William  Liviiigston,  1706-1715. 
clxxv.  clxxviii 

Kimbolton,   Lord:    Edward  Montagu,    1 626-1 642;    summoned   vita 
patria;  Earl  of  Manchester,  1642-1671. 

U.  lU.   IV.   V.   vu. 


King,  Lord :  Thomas  King,  1767-1779. 

cccxlv.  cccxlvL  cccxlix.  cocL  ccoli.  cccliii.  ccdv.  ccclvi.  cccbd.  oodxiL 
ccclxx.  ccclxxii.  ccclzxix.  ccdxxxii. 

King,  Lord:  Peter  King,  1779-1793. 
ccclxxxv.  ccclxxxvi.  cccxcii. 

Kingy  Lord:  Peter  King,  1793-1833. 

ccccxlviii.  ccccli.  cccclx.  cccclxii.  cccdxiv.  occdxv.  cccclxvi.  ccccxciii. 
ccccxciv.  ccccxcyi.  ccccxcviii.  di.  dlL  dxx.  dxxL  dxxri.  dxxxyi.  dxlix. 
dl.  dli.  dlxii.  dlxvi  dlxx.  dlxxi.  dlxxii.  dlxxiiL  dlxxxi  HlTTYiiK 
dcxi.  dcxiii.  dcxxx.  dcliii.  dclviii. 

Kingston^  Earl  of:  William  Pierrepont,  1682-1690. 
Ixiii. 

Kingatoiiy  Earl  of:  Evelyn  Pierrepont,  1690- 17 06;  Marquis  of  Dor- 
chester, 1706-1715;  Duke  of  Kingston,  17 15-17  26. 
cii.  oxli. 

Kingston,  Earl  of:  George  King,  1799-1839. 
dlxxxv. 

Kingston,  Lord  :  Eobert  Henry  King,  1839- 1867.  (Earl  of  Kingston.) 
dccciv. 

Kinnoull,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Hay,  1709-1719. 
clxxviii. 

Kinnaird,  Lord:  George  Kinnaird,  1787-1805. 
cccciv.  ccocv. 

Kinnaird  and  Bossie,  Lord  :  G^rge  William  Fox  Kinnaird,  i8a6. 
dcclxxi.     dcclxxiv.     dcclxxxviii.     dccxcv.     dccxcvi.     dccciv.     dcocv. 
dcccxlvii.  dccciv. 

Lake,  Viscount :  Warwick  Lake,  1 836-1 848. 
,  dcccxvi. 

LangdalOy  Lord  :  Henry  Bickersteth,  1836-1851. 
dcclxxx. 

Lansdown,  Lord:  George  Granville,  1711-1735. 
clxxxi.  clxxxii. 

Lansdowne,  Marquis  of:  William  Petty,  1 784-1805. 

ccccxiii.  ccccxxiii.  ccccxxxii.  cccclxvi.  dxviii.  dxx.  dxxi.  dxxii. 
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I 

Iiaii0downe»  Marquis  of  :  Henry  Fitzmaurios  Petty,  1809*1863. 

dxxv.  dxxvL  dxxx.  dyxxii.  dxxxvi.  dli.  dliv.  dlxii.  dlxri.  dlxx. 
dlxxii.  dlxxxiv.  dcxiiL  dcxv.  dccviii.  doczzxr.  dcdxix.  dodzzyii. 
dcclzxxiii.  dcclxxxv.  dccxc.  dcccbdz. 

Iiauderdale,  Earl  of:  James  Maitland,  17^9-1^39;  ^^ord  Lauderdale, 
i8o(J. 
ccccyiiL  occcz.  ccccziii.  cccczvii.  cccczxii  occczziii.  oooczziv.  cooczzvL 
ccGczzvii.  cccczzzi.  ecccxzzii.  cocczzziii.  ccccxzziy.  cccczzzy. 
occclxzvii.  cocclxzviii.  cccclzzz.  cccclzxzvii.  cccclzzzviii.  cccczc. 
cccczcii.  occcxciii.  cccczciv.  cceczcri.  ccoczevii.  cceczcviii.  d.  di.  dii. 
diiL  dyi.  dvii.  dviii.  diz.  dzL  dzvii  dzviii.  dzz.  dzzi.  dzzii.  dzziii. 
dzziy.  dzzy.  dzzyi.  dzzyiL  dzziz.  dzzz.  dzzzi.  dzzziL  dzzziy. 
dzzzyi.  dzzzyii.  dzxzyiii.  dxTXiT.  dzlii.  dxliiL  dzliy.  dxly.  dzlyi. 
dxlyii.  dlyi.  dlyii.  dlyiii.  dlzi.  dlzii.  dlziii.  dlxiy.  dlzyiii  dlziz. 
dlzz.  dlzzii.  dlzxiii.  dlzxyi.  dzciii.  dzciy.  dc.  dcziii.  dczy.  dczyi. 
dcziz.  dczz.  dczxii.  dczziii.  dczziz.  dczzzL  dcly. 

Tianderdale,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Maitland,  1863. 
dccccxiy. 

liBohxnerey  Lord  :  Nicholas  Lechmere,  1721-1727. 

cczzyi.  oczzyii.  cczzyiiL  cczziz.  cczzz.  cczzzi.  cczzziL  cczzzyii. 
oczzzyiiL  cczzziz.  cczlii.  ocxlyii.  ccli.  ccliii.  ccliy.  cclyi  cdyii.  cdix. 
cclz.  cclxi  cclxii.  cclxiii.  cclxiy. 

IjeedB,  Doke  of:  Thomas  Osborne,  1694-1712. 

xcyiii.  cix.  cxxii.  cxxiii.  cxxiy.  cxxyi.  cxliii.  cliy.  clxy.  clxyi.  olxyii. 
clxyiii. 

Ijoedfl,  Duke  of:  Francis  Godolphin  Osborne,  17  89-1 799. 
ccccxyi.  ccccxliii.  ccccxly. 

IjeedB,  Dnke  of:  Frauds  Oodolphin  D'Arcy  Osborne,  1838-1859. 
dcoclyiL  dccdxxxiy. 

Iieioestery  Earl  of:  Robert  Sydney,  1626-1677. 
yi.  yiL 

lieioester,  Earl  of:  John  Sydney,  1705-1737. 
dxix.  clxx.  clxxL 

lieicesteiry  Earl  of:  Qeorge  Townshend,  1 784-1807;  Marquis  Towns- 
hend,  1807-181 1. 
ccccii.  ccccxiy.  coccxy. 

TfOighi  Lord  :  Thomas  Leigh,  167  2-1 7 10. 

cix.  di  dyi.  clyii.  clyiii  clix.  dx.  dxyi.  clxyiL  dxyiii. 

Leigh,  Lord :  Edward  Lei^,  17 10-1738. 
ccxxxix. 

Leigh,  Lord:  Thomas  Leigh,  1738-1749. 
occzziy.  cccxxy. 

Leigih,  Lord:  Edward  Leigh,  1749-1786. 
cccxliii.  cccxliy. 
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Leinster,  ViscouBt :  William  Bobert  Fitzgerald,  1 773-1804.     (Duke  of 
Leinster.) 
cccbdi.  ccclxiii.  ccclxvii.  coccxliy. 

Leinster,  Yiscount:  Augustus  Frederic  Fitzgerald,  1804-1874.     (Duke 
of  Leinster.) 
dxlvii.  dixy,  dlxvi.  dlxxxi.  dlxzxiii.  dbotxvi.  dcix.  dcziiL  dcxxv. 

Lempster,  Lord :  William  Fermor,  1 69  2-1 7 1 1 . 
cix.  cxviii.  cxliv.  cxlvi.  clxv.  clxvi  clxvii.  clxviii. 

Leveiiy  Earl  of:  David  Melville,  1707-1729. 
clxi. 

Leven  and  Melville,  Earl  of:  John  Thornton  Leslie  Melville,  i860, 
dccccxiv. 

Lexington,  Lord  :  Robert  Sutton,  1645-1668. 
xiv. 

Lexington,  Lord :  Robert  Sutton,  1 668-1 723. 

Ixxrv.  cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxzix.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi.  clxvi. 

Lichfield,  Earl  of:  George  Henry  Lee,  17 16-1743. 

clxxxviL  cxcL  cxciv.  cxcvii.  cxcviii.  ccii.  ceiii.  ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxv. 
ccxvi.  ocxviii.  ccxix.  ccxx.  ccxxi.  ccxxii.  ccxxiii.  ccxxiv.  ccxxv. 
ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxiv.  ccxxxv.  ccxxxvL 
ccxxxvii.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxliL  ccxliii.  ccxlv.  c«xlvi 
ccxlvii.  ccxlviii.  cclii.  cclvi.  cclvii.  cclix.  cclx.  cclxiv.  cclxv.  cclxvi. 
cclxviii.  cclxix.  cclxxii.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv.  cclxxvi.  cclxxvii.  cclxxviii. 
cclxxix.  cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxii.  cclxxxiii.  cclxxxiv.  cclxxxv. 
cclxxxvi.  cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv. 
ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii.  ccxeix.  ccc.  ccci.  ccciii.  ccciv.  cccv. 
eccvii.  cccviii.  eccix.  cccx.  cccxi.  cccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  occxvi. 
cccxvii.  cccxviii.  cecxix.  cccxx.  cocxxii.  eccxxiv.  cccxxv.  cccxxvi. 
cccxxviii. 

Lichfield,  Earl  of:  George  Henry  Lee,  1743-177 2. 
cccxxviii.  eccxxix.  cccxxx.  cccxxxi.  cccxxxii. 

Lichfield,  Earl  of:  Thomas  William  Anson,  1 831-1854. 
dccviii. 

Lichfield  and  Ooventry,  Bishop  of:  Thomas  Morton,  1619-1632. 
1. 

Lichfield  and  Ooventry,  Bishop  of:  Robert  Wright,  1632-1642. 

V. 

Lichfield  and  Ooventry,  Bishop  of:  John  Hough,  1699-17 14. 
cxli.  cxlii.  cbdx.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii. 

Lichfield  and  Ooventry,  Bishop  of:    Richard  Smallbrooke,  1730- 

1749- 
cecxix.  cccxx.  cccxxi.  eccxxiv. 

Lichfield  and  Ooventry,  Bishop  of:  Frederic  Comwallis,  1 749-1 768. 
cccxiii. 


INDEX  OF  SIGNATURES.  537 

Lichfield  and  Ooventryy  Bishop  of:  James  Lonsdale,  1843-1867. 
dccclxxxviii. 

laiohfleld  and  Ooyentry,  Bishop  of:  George  Augustus  Selwyn,  1867. 
dccccxiv. 

Idlford,  Lord:  Thomas  Atherton  Powys,  1825-1861. 
dccxlii.  dcclxvii.  dcclxxxiii. 

Iiimeriok,  Earl  of:  Edward  Henry  Pery,  1 794-1844. 
dlxxxY.  dcxix.  dcxxi.  dclxiv.  dclxxxii.  dcxc. 

Linooln,  Earl  of:  Theophilus  Clinton,  16 19-1667. 


vi.  vii.  XXIV. 


lainooln,  Earl  of:  Francis  Fiennes  Clinton,  1 692-1 693. 
xci. 

lainoolny  Earl  of:  Henry  Fiennes  Clinton,  1693-1728. 
clxix.  clxx.  olxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxvii.  clxxix.  clxxx. 

lainooln,  Bishop  of  :  Thomas  Tenison,  169 1 -1694. 
xcii. 

Ifinooln,  Bishop  of:  James  Ghtrdner,  1694-1705. 
cxviiL 

Ifinooln,  Bishop  of:  William  Wake,  1705-17 16. 
clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxix. 

Ifinooln,  Bishop  of:  Bichard  Reynolds,  1 723-1 743. 

cccii.  ccciii.  cccvii.  cccxiiL  cccxviL  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxiv.  cccxxv. 

IiindBeyy  Earl  of:  Robert  Bertie,  1666-1701. 
Ixiii.  cix.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxvi. 


y.  Earl  of:   Robert  Bertie,   1701-1706;    Marquis  of  Lindsey, 
1706-1715;  Duke  of  Ancaster,  1715. 
cxliv.  cxlv. 

lonlithgoWy  Earl  of:  James  Livingstone,  1695-17 15. 
dxxviii. 

Lisle,  Viscount :  Robert  Sydney,  summoned  vita  patria,  1 689-1 698. 
Ixxxi. 

Lismord,  Lord :  Cornelius  O'Callaghan,  1838-1857.  (Viscount  Lismore, 

1797.) 
dccxlii.  dccciv. 

laiverpool.  Earl  of:  Robert  Banks  Jenkinson,  1808-1828. 
dxxviii. 

Uandaffy  Bishop  of:  Morgan  Owen,  1 639-1 645. 

V. 

Llandaff,  Bishop  of:  William  Beaw,  1679-1707. 
Ixxiv.  Ixxix. 

Llandaff,  Bishop  of:  John  Tyler,  1707-1724. 
clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxix. 

Uandaffy  Bishop  of:  Richard  Watson,  1782-1816, 
ccccv. 
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Tilandaif,  Bishop  of:  Edward  CopleetoD,  1827-1849. 
dccc. 

LoftuSy  Lord :  John  Loftus,  1 806-1845.     (Marquis  of  Ely.) 
dlxxxy. 

IiOftuSy  Lord :  John  Henry  Loftus,  1 845-1 857.     (Marqais  of  Ely.) 
dcccxvi. 

London,  Bishop  of:  Henry  Gompton,  1675-17 13. 

bdii.  bcxiv.  Ixxix.  Izxx.  xciv.  cii.  cix.  cxiv.  cxyii.  cxviiL  cxxtL 
cxxviii.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxii.  cxxxiii.  cxxxiv.  czxxy.  cxxxvL 
cxxxix.  cxlvi.  div.  civ.  clxv.  clxvi.  dxvii.  clxviii. 

London,  Bishop  of:  John  Bobinson,  17 13-1723. 
clxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc  cxciL  cxciiL  cxcv. 

Loudoun,  Earl  of:  Hugh  Campbell,  1684-1731. 
clxi.  clxiii.  clxiv.  clxxv.  clxxviii. 

Longford,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Pakenham,  1792-1835.    ' 
cccclxxxi.  dcxlvi.  dclxiv.  dclxxx. 

Lonsdale,  Viscount:  John  Lowther,  1696- 1700. 
cxvi.  cxx. 

Lonsdale,  Viscount :  Richard  Lowther,  1700-17 13. 
clxxviii. 

Lonsdale,  Earl  of:  William  Lowther,  1802-1844. 
dlxxxv.  dclxiv. 

Lorton,  Viscount :  Robert  Edward  King,  1 806-1 854. 
dcxlvi.  dclxiii.  dclxiv.  dccciv.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlii. 

Lothian,  Marquis  of:  William  Kerr,  1703-17  2  2. 
clxi. 

Lothian,  Marquis  of:  William  John  Kerr,  1775-1815. 
cccciv.  ccccv. 

Lothian,  Marquis  of:  William  Kerr,  18 15-1824. 
dlxxxviii. 

Loughborough,  Lord:   Alexander  Wedderbum,  17 80-1 801;  Earl  of 
Eosslyn,  1801-1805. 
cccc.  cccci.  ccccii.  cccciii.  cccciv.  ccccv.  ccccvi. 

Lovat,  Lord :  Thomas  Alexander  Eraser,  1837. 
dccciv.  dccclxxxiii. 

Lovelace,  Lord:  John  Lovelace,  1 634-1 670. 
vm. 

Lovelace,  Lord:  John  Lovelace,  1 670-1 693. 
Iv.  Iviii.  Ixiv.  Ixv.  Ixvi.  Ixxiii.  Ixxv.  Ixxxi. 

Lovelace,  Lord:  John  Lovelace,  1 693-1 709. 
cxlii. 

Lovelace,  Earl  of:  William  King  Noel,  1833. 
dccxlii.  dcclxxi.  dcccxxxi. 
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Lovel  and  Holland,  Lord:  John  James  Perceval,  1770-1822.     (Earl 
of  £^ont.) 
cccciv. 

Iiovel  and  Holland,  Lord :  George  James  Perceval,  1841-1874.   (Earl 
of  Eigmont.) 
dccciv.  dcccxvi.  dcccxvii. 

Lucan,  Earl  of:  Richard  Bingham,  1790-1839. 
dxx.  dxxL  dxxiL 

Lucan,  Earl  of:  Oteorgp  CJharles  Bingham,  1839. 

dccciv.  dcccxvi.  dcccxxv.  dcccxlii.  dcccxcviii.  dccccxviii. 

LucaSy  Lord:  John  Lucas,  1 644-1670. 
xxii.  XXX.  xxxiv. 

Iiuoas,  Lord:  Thomas  Lucas,  1 688-1 705. 
Ixiii.  Ixxxv. 

Iiumley,  Lord :  Richard  Lumley,  summoned  vita  patris,  171 5-1 721. 
clxxxix.  cxc. 


Iiurgan,  Lord:  Charles  Brownlow,  1839-1847. 
dcGxlii.  dccxc. 

IiyndlitirBt,  Lord:  John  Coplej,  1827-1863. 
dccxxxii.  dccxliv.  dccclxxviii.  dccclxxix. 

Lynedochy  Lord:  Thomas  Graham,  1811-1843. 
dlL 

Iiyttelton,  Lord  :  Ckorge  Lyttelton,  i7S7-i773- 
cccxliii.  cccxliv.  occxlvi.  cccxlix.  cccl.  cccli.  ccclviii. 

Iiyttelton,  Lord :  George  William  Lyttelton,  1837. 
dcclxxx.  dccclvii.  dccdxviii. 

Maoolesfleld,  Earl  of:  Charles  Gerard,  1679-1694. 

Iv.  Ivii.  Iviii.  Ixvii.  Ixviii.  bdx.  Ixx.  Ixxi.  Ixxii,  Ixxiii.  Ixxv.  Ixxvii. 
Ixxviii.  Ixxxi.  Ixxxii.  Ixxxiii.  xd.  xcii.  xciiL 

Macclesfield,  Earl  of:  Charles  Gerard,  1694-1701. 
dv. 

Maccloflfleld,  Earl  of:  Ckorge  Parker,  1732-1764. 

ccc.    ccci.    cccvii.    cccxviL    cccxviii.    cccxix.    cccxx.    cccxxi.   cccxxiv. 
cccxxx. 

Macclesfield,  Earl  of:  G^rge  Parker,  1795-1842. 
dlxxxv. 

Malmesbury,  Lord :  James  Harris,  1788-1850;  Earl  of  Malmesbury, 
1800-1820. 
cccdv.  ccccv.  dcxxii.  dcxxiv.  dcxxix. 

Malmesbury,  Earl  of:  James  Edward  Harris,  18 20-1 841. 
dckdv.  dclxvL  dclxx.  dclxxi.  dclxxiii.  dclxxiv.  ddxxvi. 

Malmesbury,  Earl  of:  James  Howard  Harris,  1841. 
dcclxv.  dcccxv.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi.  dccccxiv.  dccccxviii. 
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Manchester,  Earl  of:  Edward  Montagu,  1642-167 1. 
ix.  xiv.  xvii. 

Manchester,  Earl  of:  Bobert  Montagu,  1671-1682. 
Ivii, 

Manchester,  Earl  of:  Charles  Montagu,  1682-1719;  Duke  of  Man- 
chester, 17 19-1722. 
bdii.  IxxxL  ci.  civ.  cxli.  cxlvii. 

Manchester,  Duke  of:  William  Montagu,  1722-1739. 
cclvL  cdvii. 

Manchester,  Duke  of:  George  Montagu,  1 762-1 788. 

cccxlviii.  cccxlix.  cccl.  cccli.  ccclii.  cccliii.  ccclxiii.  ccclxvii.  ccdxx. 
ccclxxi.  ccclxxii.  ccclxxvi.  ccclxxviii.  ccclxxix.  ccclxxxiL  ccclxxxiiL 
ccclxxxy.  ccclxxxvi.  ccclxxxvii.  ccccii. 

Manchester,  Duke  of:  George  Montagu,  1 843-1 855. 
dcccxlii. 

Manchester,  Duke  of:  William  Drogo  Montagu,  1855. 
dccccxiv.  dccccxviii. 

Mandeville,  Viscount:    Henry  Montagu,  1620;    Earl  of  Manchester, 
1626-1642. 
1. 

Manners,  Lord:  Thomas  Manners  Sutton,  1 807-1 842. 
dclxiv.  dclxvi.  dclxxiv.  dclxxv. 

Mansel,  Lord:  Thomas  Mansel,  1711-1723. 

clxxxiv.  clxxxv.  clxxxvii.  cl^ccviii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  excii.  cxciii. 
cxciv.  cxcv.  cxcvi.  cxcviii. 

Mansel,  Lord:  Thomas  Mansel,  17 23-1 743. 

cccxv.  cccxvi.  cccxvii.  cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  eccxxi.  cccxxiv. 
cccxxviii. 

Mansfield,  Earl  of:  William  Murray,  1796-1840. 

dxxviii.  dlxxxv.  dlxxxvi.  dcxxii.  dcxxiv.  dcxxvi.  dcxl^.  dcbsiL 
dclxiv.  dclxvi.  dclxxii.  dclxxiv.  dclxxvi.  dclxxvii.  dclxxxviL 
dclxxxviii.  dcxc. 

Mansfield,  Earl  of :  William  David  Murray,  1840. 
dcccxv.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi.  dccccxiv. 

Manvers,  Earl :  Charles  Herbert  Pierrepont,  18 16-1860. 
dccxli.  dcccxvi. 

Mar,  Earl  of:  John  Erskine,  17  89-1815. 

clxi.  clxiii.  clxiv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxxv.  clxxviii. 

Marchmont,  Earl  of :  Alexander  Home,  17 24-1 7 40. 

cclxxxviii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi. 
ccxcvii. 

Marlborough,  Earl  of:  John  Churchill,  1 689-1 702;  Duke  of  Marl- 
borough, I 702-1 72 2 
Ixxxviii.  Ixxxix.   xci.  xciii.  cii.  ciii.  cxi.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxv. 
cxxxvi. 
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Marlborough,  Duke  of:  John  Churchill,  1702-17  2  2/ 
cbd.  cbdxi  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxvi.  clxxvii. 

Marlborough,  Duke  of:  Charles  Spencer  Churchill,  1 733-1 758. 
cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxcyiii.  cccvi.  cccxxviii. 

Marlborough,  Duke  of  :  Charles  Spencer  Churchill,  17  58-1 8 17. 
cccxliii.  cccxliy. 

Marlborough,  Duke  of:  George  Spencer  Churchill,  1840-1857. 
dcccxvi. 

Marlborough,  Duke  of:  John  Winston  Spencer  Churchill,  1857. 
dccccxiv. 

Maryborough,  Lord:   William  Wellesley  Pole,  1821-1845.    (Earl  of 
Momington,  1842.) 
dclxiv. 

Masham,  Lord:  Samuel  Masham,  1711-1758. 

clxxxi.  clxxxii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxcii.  cxciii.  cxciv.  cxcviii.  ccvii.  ccxv. 
ccxx.  ccxxv.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  cclvi. 
cclvii.  cclxi.  cclxii.  cclxiii.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv.  cclxxviii.  cclxxxi. 
cclxxxii.  cclxxxiii.  cclxxxvi.  cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc. 
ccxcviii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccvii.  cccviii.  cccxvii.  cccxviii.  cccxxi. 
cccxxviii. 

Maynard,  Lord  :  William  Maynard,  1 639-1 698, 
XX.  xxii.  Ixxiv.  xciii. 

Maynard,  Lord:  Henry  Maynard,  17 18-1742. 

ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxvi.  cclxiv.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv.  cclxxvi.  cclxxvii.  cclxxviii. 
cclxxx.  ccci.  cccvii. 

Maynard,  Lord :    Charles  Maynard,  17 45- 1766;   Viscount  Maynard, 
1766-1775. 
cccxxxi. 

Maynard,  Viscount :  Charles  Maynard,  1775- 1824. 
cccciv.  ccccv. 

Mayo,  Earl  of:  John  Bourke,  1 794-1 849. 
dlxxxv.  dcxlvi.  dclxiv. 

Mayo,  Earl  of:  Robert  Bourke,  1849-1867. 
dcccbdv.  dcccxcJviii. 

Melbourne,  Viscount :  William  Lamb,  1828-1848. 
dcliii.  dccviii. 

Meldrum,  Lord :  George  Gordon,  1 794-1 853.     (Earl  of  Aboyne.) 
dlxxxv.  dclxiv.  dcccxlvi. 

Melros,  Lord:  Thomas  Hamilton,  1 827-1 858.     (Earl  of  Haddington.) 
dclxxi.  ddxxiii.  dclxxvii.*  dclxxxiv.  dcxcv.  dcci.  dcccxxxvii. 

Melville,  Viscount :  Henry  Dundas,  1851. 
dccccxiv. 


ip.  Lord  :  Henry  Welbore  Ellis,  1802-1836.     (Viscount  Clifden.) 
diii.  div.  dcxiii.  dcxxv. 
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Methneiiy  Lord:  Paul  Methuen,  1 8 16-1849. 
dccxlii. 

Middlesex,  Earl  of:  James  Oanfield,  1 645-1 651. 

X. 

Middleton,  Lord :  Thomas  Willougfaby,  1711-1729. 
ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxlii.  ccxliii. 

Middleton,  Lord:  Francis  Willoughby,  1729-1758. 
cclxx.  cocxi.  cccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  occxvi. 

Milton,  Lord:  Joseph  Damer,  1762-1792  ;  Earl  of  Dorchester,  1792- 

1798. 
cocxlvii.  cccxUx.  occl.  ccclii.  ccdiii.  ccclvii.  ccclx.  coclxi. 

Minto,  Lord:  Gilbert  Eliot,  1797-1813;  Earl  of  Minto,  1813-1814. 
cccclxix.  cccdxxii. 

Minto,  Earl  of:  Gilbert  Elliot  Murray  Kynynmonnd,  18 14-1859. 
dlxx.  dlxxii.  dlxxxiy.  dcxv.  dccviii.  dccxxxv.  dccxlii.  dccxc. 

Mohun,  Lord:  Warwick  Mohun,  1660 ?-i 665. 

••• 

XXUl. 

Mohun,  Lord :  Charles  Mohun,  1665-1682  ? 
xxxviii.  xxxix.  xl.  xli.  xlii.  xlv.  xlvii. 

Mohun,  Lord  :  Charles  Mohun,  1682  I-1712. 

cxix.  cxx.  cxlii,  cxlvii.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxvi.  clxxvii. 

Monmouth,  Duke  of:  James  Fitzroj,  166 3- 1685. 
Iv.  Ivil  IviiL 

Monmouth,  Earl  of:   Charles  Mordaunt,  1689-1735;   Earl  of  Peter- 
borough, 1697. 
Ixvii.  Ixxii.  bociii.  Ixxviii.  Ixxxi.  Ixxxriii.  xc.   ci.   civ.   cxiy.   cytti 
cxxxiii.  cxxxiv.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi.  cxxxyiii.  clxiii  clxiv. 

Monson,  Lord:  John  Monson,  1 748-1 774. 
cccxlvi.  cccxlix.  cccl. 

Monson,  Lord:  Frederick  John  Monson,  1 809-1 841. 
dclxvi.  dclxxii.  dclxxiy.  dclxxyi. 

Montagu  of  Boughton,  Lord :  Edward  Montagu,  1621-1644. 

« 

1. 

Montagu,  Lord :  Balph  Montagu,  168 3-1 689;  Earl  of  Montagu,  1689- 
1705;  Duke  of  Montagu,  1 705-1 709. 
Ixy. 

Montagu,  Earl  of:   Ralph  Montagu,  1 689-1 705;  Duke  of  Montagu, 
1 705-1 709. 
Ixxi.  Ixxii.  Ixxiii.  Ixxy.  Ixxyii.  Ixxxi  IxxxyiiL  Ixxxix.  cxyiii. 

Montagu,  Duke  of:  John  Montagu,  1 709-1 749. 
clxxyi.  clxxyii.  clxxix. 

Montague,  Viscount :  Francis  Brown,  162 9-1 68 2. 
:^iv.  XV. 
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Montagu,  Lord:  Henry  James  Montaga  Scott,  1 790-1845. 
dlxxxT.  dclxiv. 

Monteagle,  Lord :  Howe  Peter  Browne,  1 809-1 845.  (Marquis  of  Sligo.) 
dlxxxY. 

Monteagley  Lord  :  George  John  Browne,  1845.     (Marquis  of  Sligo.) 
dcccxlii.  dcccxliii.  dccclv. 

Monteagle  of  Brandon,  Lord :  Thomas  Spring  Rice,  1 839-1 866. 
dcclxix.  dcclxxi.  dcclxzvii.  dcclxxviii.  dcclxzx.  dcclxniii.  dcclxxxy. 
dcclxxxix.  dccxc.  dccxci.  dccciv.  dcccviiL  dcccxi.  dcccxx.  dcccxxii. 
dcccxxilL  dccczxiv.  dcccxxv.  dccczxvi.  dcccxxviii.  dcccxxix. 
dcccxxxviii.  dcccxxxix.  dcccxlii.  dcccxlvii.  dcccliii.  dccclv.  dccclvii. 
dccclx.  dccclxii.  dccclxiv.  dccclxv.  dccclxvi.  dccclxviii.  dccclxxi. 
dccdxxY.  dcccxciii.  dcccxciv.  dcccxcvi.  dcccxcvii.  dcccxcviii. 

Montforty  Lord:  Thomas  Bromley,  1755-1799. 
ccccv. 

Montfort^  Lord:  Henry  Bromley,  1799-1851. 

dl.    dli.    dlviii.    dlxi.    dlxii.    dlxviiL    dcxix.    dcxx.    dcxxi.    dccxlii. 
dcclxiii.  • 

Montjoy,  Lord  :  Thomas  "Windsor,  1711-1738.  (Viscount  Windsor.) 
dxxxiy.  clxxxy.  clxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxciv.  cxcv.  cxcvi. 
ccviii.  ccix.  ccx.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxvi.  ccxvii.  ccxviii.  ccxx.  ccxxiv. 
ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxv.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxvii. 
ccxxxviiL  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxliii.  ccxlv.  ccxlvi.  ccxlvii.  ccxlviii. 
ccli.  cclx.  cclxi.  cclxii.  cclxiii.  cclxv.  cclxvi.  cclxviii.  cclxix.  cclxx. 
cclxxiii.  cclxxiv.  cclxxv.  cclxxvi.  cclxxxv.  cclxxxvi.  ccxc.  ccxcii. 
ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii.  cccii.  ccciii.  ccciv.  cccv. 

Monljoy,  Lord  :  Herbert  Windsor,  1 738-1 758.     (Viscount  Windsor.) 
cccvii.    cccviii.    cccxiii.    cccxv.     cccxvi.     cccxvii.     cccxxvi.     cccxxix. 
cccxxxii. 

Montrose,  Duke  of:  James  Graham,  1707-17  4  2. 

clxiii.  clxiv.  cdxxxviii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv. 
ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii. 

Moore,  Lord:    Henry  Francis  Seymour   Moore,   1837.      (Marquis  of 
Drogbeda.) 
dcccxlii.  dcccxlvi.  dccccxvui. 

Mordaunt^  Viscount:  John  Mordaunt,  1 659-1 675. 
xxii. 

Mordaunt^   Viscount:  Charles  Mordaunt,   1675-1689;   Earl  of  Mon- 
mouth, 1689-17 35;  Earl  of  Peterborough,  1697. 
Ixv.  Ixvi. 

Morley,  Earl  of:  John  Parker,  181 5-1840. 
dlxxxvi. 

Morley  and  Monteagle,  Lord:  Thomas  Parker,  1 655-1 689. 
Ixiii. 

Mo0tyn,  Lord:  Edward  Pryce  Lloyd,  1 831-1857. 
dccxlii. 
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Mountoashell,  Earl  of :  Stephen  Moore,  1822. 

dcxxxviii.  dcxliiL  dcci.  dcciii.  deciy.  dcccxxii.  dcccxxiii  dcccxxiv. 
dcccxxv.  dcccxlii.  dcccli.  dccclii.  dcccliii. 

Mount  Edgeoiimbe,  Earl  of :  Richard  Edgecumbe^  ^195-^^39- 
dxxviii. 

Malgraye,  Earl  of:  Edmund  Sheffield,  1 626-1 646. 
u. 

Molgrave,  Earl  of:  Edmund  Sheffield,  1646- 1658. 

•  •  • 
X111. 

Mulgrave,  Earl  of:  John  Sheffield,  1 658-1 694 ;  Marquis  of  Normanby, 
1 694-1 703  ;   Duke  of  Normanby,    1703;   Duke  of  Buckingham, 
1703-1721. 
Iv.  IxxxY.  Ixxxviii.  Ixxxix.  xc.  xci. 

Molgrave,    Lord:    Henry  Phipps,    1 798-181 2  ;    Earl  of   Mulgrave, 
1812. 
ecccbd.  dxxviii. 

Munster,  Earl  of:  William  George  Fitzclarence,  1842. 
dcccxvi. 

Napier,  Lord :  Franeis  Napier,  177 5- 1823. 
dxxviii.  dlxxxv. 

Nelson,  Earl:  William  Nelson,  1805-1835. 
dxli. 

Nelson,  Earl:  Horatio  Nelson,  1835. 
dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi.  dccclxxxiv. 

Newark,  Viscount:    Charles  Meadows  Pierrepoint,  17 96- 1806;    Earl 
Manvers,  1806-18 16. 
ccccxliiL 

Newcastle,  Duke  of:  Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  1 795-1851. 

dxxviii.  dcxii.  dcxix.  dexx.  dcxxi.  dcxxii.  dcxxiv.  dcxxvi.  dcxl. 
dcxlv.  dcxlvi.  dcxlviii.  dcbdv.  dclxvi.  dclxix.  dcxc.  dcxcL  dcxcii. 
dccvii.  dccx.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlvi. 

Newcastle,  Duke  of:  Henry  Pelham  Clinton,  1 851-1864. 
dccclvii. 

Newnham  Faddox,  Lord  :  Basil  Fielding,  summoned  vita  pa/rt^,i627- 
,  1643. 
vi. 

Newport,  Earl  of:  Montjoy  Blount,  1628-1665. 

...    . 

Ul.    IV. 

Newport,  Viscount :  Francis  Newport,  167  5-1 694;  Earl  of  Bradford, 
1694-1708. 
xliii.  xlvii.  Ixix.  Ixxi.  Ixxiii.  IxxviiL  Ixxxi.  xcii. 

Norfolk,  Duke  of:  Henry  Howard,  1 684-1 701. 
Ixiii.  xc.  xcii.  xcvi.  c.  cxx. 

Norfolk,  Duke  of:  Charles  Howard,  1 786-181 5. 

cccci.  cccciv.  ccccxxiii.  ccccxxvi.  ccccxxxii.  ccccxlii.  ccccxliv.  ccccxlvi. 
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cccdxyi.  cccdxx.  cccclxxiy.  ccccxc.  dm.  div.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dzxyi. 
dxxxv.  dxl.  dxly. 

Norfolk,  Duke  of :  Henry  Qranville  Fitzalan  Howard,  1856*1860. 
dccdxxxiii. 

Norfolk,  Duke  of:  Henry  Fitzalan  Howard,  i860. 

dcccczi. 
Normanby,  Marquis  of:  John  Sheffield,  1 694-1 703;  Duke  of  Buck- 
ingham and  Normanby,  1703-1720. 

xcviii.  cix.  ex.  cxi.  cxvii.  cxxiL  exxiii.  cxxiv.  exxy.  cxxvi.  cxxviL 
cxxviiL  exxix.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxy.  cxxxyi.  cxliv. 

Normanby,  Marquis  of:  Constantine  Henry  Phipps,  1 838-1 863. 
dcclxxxiii.  dcccxcviii. 

North,  Lord :  Dudley  North,  1 600-1 666. 
iv.  vi.  xi. 

North  and  (3rey,  Lord :  William  North,  1690-1734. 

IxxxY.  cxyiii.  cxx.  cxxxvii.  cxxxix.  cxlix.  clii.  cliii.  cliv.  civ.  clvi 
civil,  clviii  clix.  clxii.  dxv.  clxvi.  dxyii.  dxviii.  dxxiv.  dxxxvii. 
dxxxTiii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  excii.  cxciii.  cxciv.  cxcvii.  cxcviii. 
cxcix.  cc.  cci.  ccii  cdii.  cciv.  ccy.  ccvi.  ccvii.  ccviii.  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxii. 
ccxiii.  ccxiy.  ccxv.  ccxvi.  ccxviL  ccxviii.  ccxix.  ccxx.  ccxxL  ccxxii. 
ccxxiii.  ccxxiT.  ccxlv. 

Northampton,  Earl  of:  James  Compton,  1 642-1 681. 
xxiL  XXX.  xlviii.  xlix.  L  li. 

Northampton,  Earl  of:  George  Compton,  1681-1727. 

Ixiii.  dx.  cxxxix.  clii.  cliy.  cIt.  clx.  clxv.  clxvi.  dxviL  dxviii. 
dxxxiv.  dxxxvi.  dxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxd.  cxciv.  cxcvi.  ccxxxix. 
ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxiii  ccxliii.  cclvi.  cdvii. 

Northampton,  Earl  of:  James  Compton,  1727-1754. 

cclxvi.  cdxviii.  cdxix.  cdxx.  cclxxi.  cclxxiii.  cdxxiv.  cclxxvi. 
cdxxvii.  cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxiL  cclxxxiii.  cclxxxiv.  cclxxxv.  cdxxxvL 
ccxc.  ccxcii  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii.  ccxcix. 
ccc.  cccL  cc«iv.  cccv.  cccvii.  cccviii.  cccxiiL  cccxiv.  cccxviii.  cccxxiv. 
cccxxv.  cccxxvi.  cccxxviii.  cccxxxi. 

Northampton,  Marquis  of:  Charles  Compton,  181 2-1828. 
dlxxxv. 

Northesk,  Earl  of :  David  Carnegie,  1668-17  29. 
clxvi.  clxviL  clxxviii. 

Northington,  Earl  of:  Bobert  Henley,  177  2-1 786. 
cccxcviii.  cccxdx. 

Northumberland,  Earl  of:  Algernon  Percy,  1632-1668. 
iv.  vii.  X.  xi.  xvii. 

Northumberland,  Duke  of :  George  Fitzroy,  1683-17 16. 
xc.  cix.  cxxxv.  dxxiv. 

Northumberland,  Duke  of:  Hugh  Percy,  1766-1786. 
cccxlix.  cccl.  ccclL  ccdii. 
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Korthumberlaiid^  Duke  of:  Hugh  Percy,  1786-1817. 
cocciv.  ccocv. 

Northumberland,  Duke  of:  Hugh  Percy,  1817-1847. 
dlxxxviii.  dclxiy.  dclxv.  dclxyiii.  dclzxiv.  dclzxy.  ddxxYi. 

Northumberlaiid,  Duke  of:  Algernon  Gwrge  Percy,  1867. 
dccccxiy. 

Northwiok,  Loid:  John  Bushout,  1800-1859. 
dlxxxv.  dcxix.  dclii.  dcccxvi. 

Horwioh,  Earl  of:  George  €h)riBg,  1644-166S. 
xiv. 

Norwich,  Earl  of :  GharleB  Goring,  1663-1671. 


Norwioh,  Earl  of:  George  Gordon,  18  37- 1836.    (Duke  of  Gk>rdon.) 
dcxlvi.  dclxiy.  dclxyi.  dclxyiii. 

Norwich,  Bishop  of:  Joseph  Hall,  1641-1656. 
y. 

Norwich,  Bishop  of:  John  Moore,  1 691- 1707. 
xciL 

Norwich,  Bishop  of :  Charles  Trimnell,  1 708-1 731. 
clxix.  clxx.  olxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii. 

Nottingham,  Earl  of :  Charles  Howard,  1624-1643. 
yi.  X. 

Nottingham,  Earl  of:  Charges  Howard,  1643-1681. 
xi.  xxxiy. 

Nottingham,  Earl  of:  Daniel  Finch,  1683-1739;  Earl  of  Windukea 
and  Nottingham,  1 7  39- 1 7 30. 
Ixxyi.  Ixxix.  Ixxx.  Ixxxy.  xcix.  cix.  ex.  cxyiL  cxxii.  cxxiiL  cxxiy. 
cxxy.  cxxyi.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxii.  cxxxiy.  cxxxy.  cxxxyi.  cxL 
cxliii  cxliy.  cxly.  cxlvi.  cxlyiii.  cxlix.  di.  clii.  cliiL  cliy.  dy.  dx. 
clxiL  dxy.  clxyi.  dxyii.  dxyiii.  clxxyi.  clxxyiL  clxxix.  clxxx. 
clxxxiy.  clxxxyiiL 

O'Neill,  Earl :  Charles  Henry  St.  John  O'Neill,  1800-1841. 
dcxxxyiii.  dcxlyL  dcxlix. 

O'Neill,  Lord :  William  O'Neill,  1868. 
dcctecxiy. 

Onslow,  Lord:  Thomas  Onslow,  17 17-1740. 
ccliy. 

Oranmore  and  Browne,  Lord  :  Geofirey  Dominick  Augustus  Frederic 
Guthrie,  i860, 
dccccxyiii. 

Orford,  Earl  of:  Edward  Russell,  1697-1727. 

cxlii.  cxlyii.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxyi.  clxxix.  dxxx. 

Orford,  Earl  of:  Horatio  Walpole,  1809-1832. 
dlxxxy. 

Orford,  Earl  of:  Horatio  Walpole,  1833-1858. 
dcbdi.  dclxiy.  dclxy.  dclxxxy.  dcxc.  dcccxyi. 
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Oxford  and  Mortiinery  Earl  of:  Bobert  Harlej,  1711-1724. 

clxxv.  clxzzix.  cxc.  cxoL  cxcii   cxciii.  cxciv.  oxor.  csxm^  oczxri. 
cczxxiii.  cczxzyiii.  ccxliii. 

Oriel,  Lord:  Thomas  Heniy  Foster  Skeffington,  1828-1843.    (Viscoant 
Ferrard.) 
dcbdv. 

Orkney,  Earl  of:  Gkorge  Hamilton,  1696-17  37. 
clxiii.  cbdv.  clxzv.  clzxyiii.  cclvi.  cclvii. 

Orkney,  Earl  of:  Thomas  John  Hamilton  FitEmaurioe,  1831. 
dccczvi. 

Ormond,  Dake  of:  James  Butler,  1688-1715. 
czxvii.  cxxyiii.  clzvi.  clzviii.  cbcxv. 

Ormonde,  Lord :  John  Butler,  1 838-1 854.    (Marquis  of  Ormonde.) 
docxlir.  dccxlyi 

Osborne,  Lord:  Peregrine  Osborne,  summoned  vUa  pairis,  1690-1712. 
div.  clxy.  dxyi.  olxyii.  clxviii.  clxziy.  olzxv. 

Osborne,  Lordj  Peregrine  Hyde  Osborne,  summoned  vitapatrie,  17 12- 

1729- 
clzxxiy.  ccxiv.  cczxv.  ccxxvi.  ccxxvii.  coxxviii.  ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxL 

ccxxxiL  ccxxxiiL  ccxxxiy.  ccxxxriiL  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ocxUii. 

Osborne,  Lord :   Francis  Qodolphin  Osborne,  summoned  mia  paHs, 
1776-1789. 
ccdxxxy.  ccclxxxvii.  eccxc.  ccexciy.  cccxcy. 

Ossory  and  Ferns,  Bishop  of:  James  Thomas  O'Brien,  1842. 
dccclyi. 

Ossnlston,  Lord:   Charles  Bennet,  1688-17 14;   Earl  of  Tankeryille, 
1714-1722. 
Ixxxi  Ixxxiy.  xcL  xcy.  cxlL 

Overstone,  Lord :  Samuel  Jones  Loyd,  1850. 
dccclxxy. 

Oxford,  Earl  of:  Henry  de  Yere,  1604-1626. 

« 

1. 

Oxford,  Earl  of:  Aubrey  de  Vere,  163  2- 170  2. 

iy.  yl  yii.  xlyiii.  xlix.  Ixy.  box.  bmi.  Ixxiii.  Ixxyiii.  Ixxxi.  Ixxxii 
XCY.  Gxxii.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxy.  cxxxyi. 

Oxford,  Bishop  of:  Bobert  jSkinner,  1641-1663. 
y. 

Oxford,  Bishop  of:  John  Hough,  1 690-1 699. 
Ixxxyi.  xdi.  Cxv. 

Oxfordf  Bishop  of:  William  Talbot^  1699-1715. 
dxxyi  clxxrii. 

Oxford,  Bishop  of:  Bichard  Bagot,  1829-1846. 
ddxiy. 

Oxford,  Bishop  of :  Samuel  Wilberforce,  1 846-1 869. 
dcccxyii.  dcccxriii.  dccclxxxiy. 
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Oxford  and  Mortimer,  Edward  Harley,  1724-1741. 
cdxi.    cclxii.    cclxiiL    ccbdv.    cdxy.   cclxvi.    cclxTiii.    cclxix.    cdzx. 
cclxxL  cclxxiL  cclxxiii.  cclxxiy.  cdzxvL  cdzxyii.  cdxxxy.  ccIzxxyL 
cclxxxix.  ccxc.   ccxciL   ccxciii.   ccxcvi.   ccxcvii.   ccxcviiL   occiy.  cccv, 
cccvii.  cccviii.  cccxiy. 

Oxford  and  Mortimer,  Earl  of:  Edward  Harley,  1741-1755. 

cccxxiy.  ccczxy.  cccxxyL  cccxzyii.  cccxxix.  cccxxx.  cccxxxi.  cccxxxiL 
cocxxxiiL 

Oxford  and  Mortimer,  Earl  of:  Edward  Harley,  i755-i790. 
cccxL 

Oxford  and  Mortimer,  Earl  of :  Edward  Harley,  1 790-1848. 

ccccxxxyii  ccccxli.  cccczlyii.  cccclxyL  cccdxxyiL  cccclxxyiii.  cccclxrix. 
cccclxxx.  diii.  dlxxxvi.  dcccxyi. 

Fafi^t,  Lord:  William  Paget,  1629-1678. 
yi.  yii.  xyii.  xxxyiiL  xxxix. 

Paget,  Lord:  William  Paget,  1678-17 13. 
ly.  lyii.  lyiii.  Ixv.  Ixxi.  Ixxiii. 

Paget.  Lord:    Hem^  Bayley  Paget,  17 69-1 7 84;    Earl  of  Uxbridge, 
1784-1812. 
ccclxxyii. 

Panmnre,  Lord:  Fox  Maule  Bamsay,  1852 ;  Earl  of  Dalhoosie,  1860- 
1874. 
dccclxix. 

Pelham,  Lord:   Thomas  Pelham  Holies,  17 12-17 14;   Earl  of  Clare, 
1714;  Duke  of  Newcastle,  1715-1768. 
clxxii.  clxxiii. 

Pelham,  Lord:  Thomas  Pelham,  1768-1801 ;  Earl  of  Chichester,  1801- 

1805. 
cccciy.  ccccy. 

Pembroke  and  Montgomery,  Earl  of:  Philip  Herbert,  1630-1650. 
iy.  yi.  yii.  x. 

Pembroke  and  Montgomery,  Earl  of:  Philip  Herbert,  1650- 1669. 


Pembroke  and  Montgomery,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Herbert,  1683-1733. 
Ixiii.  xc.  Gxx.  clxi. 

Pembroke  and  Montgomery,  Earl  of:  Henry  Herbert,  1751-1794. 
ccclxxix.  ccclxxxy.  ccclxxxyii.  ccdxxxyiii.  ccclxxxix.  cccxcii.  cocxciy. 

Penshurst,  Lord:  Percy  Clinton  Sydney  Smith,  1801-1855.   (Yisoount 
Strangford.) 
dclxiv.  dclxy.  dclxyi.  dclxyiii.  ddxx.  ddxxii.  dclxxiy.  dclxxy.  dclxxxi. 
dclxxxii.    ddxxxiy.    dclxxxyi.    dcxcyi.    dcxcyii.   dcci.    dcciii.    deciy. 
dccliii.  dcdiy.  dcccxy.  dcccxyi.  dcccxxix.  dcccxlyi. 

Percy,  Lord:    Hugh  Percy,  1777-1786;   Duke  of  Northumberland, 
1786-1817. 
ccclxxxyii. 
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Peterborough,  Earl  of:  John  Mordaunt,  1628-1642. 
vi 

Peterborough,  Earl  of:  Henry  Mordaunt,  164  2- 169  7. 
IX.  xxii. 

Peterborough,  Bishop  of:  Bichard  Cumberland,  1 691-17 18. 
cxvi.  cxlii.  clxix.  clxx.  dxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii. 

Peterborough,  Bishop  of:  John  HinchclifiFe,  1 769-1794. 
ccclxxxY. 

Peterborough  and  Mordaunt,  Earl  of:    Charles  Henry  Mordaunt, 
1779-1814. 
ccccv. 

Petre,  Lord  :  William  Petre,  1638-1683. 
xiv.  XY.  xxxiii.  xxxix.  xlvii. 

Petre,  Lord  :  William  Bernard  Petre,  1850. 
dceclv.  dccclvii.  dccclxxxiii. 

Plimket,  Lord:  William  Conyngham  Plunket,  182 7-1854. 
dccviiL  dccxlii. 

Plymouth,  Earl  of:  Other  Windsor,  1687-1727. 
cxxix.    cxxx.   cxxxv.  cxxxvL  cxxxix.  cxl.  cxliy.    clxv.   cLxvL   clxvii. 
clxviii.  clxxiv.  cxciv. 

Plymouth,  Earl  of :  Other  Windsor,  1727-1732. 
oclxv.  cclxvi.  cclxyiii.  cclxix.  cclxx.  ccbociii.  cclxxiv.  cclxxvi  cclxxvii. 

Plymouth,  Earl  of:  Other  Lewis  Windsor,  1732-1771. 
ccclL 

Plymouth,  Earl  of:  Other  Hickman  Windsor,  1 771-1799. 
cccxcix.  cccciv. 

Plymouth,  Earl  of :  Other  Archer  Windsor,.! 799-1833. 
dlxxxvii. 

Polwarth,  Lord :  Henry  Francis  Hepborne  Scott,  1 841- 1867. 
dcccxvL  dcccxliii. 

Pomfiret,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Fermor,  1721-1753. 
ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  ccly.  cclyiii. 

Pomfret,  Earl  of:  Qeorge  Fermor,  1753-1785. 
cccxxxix. 

Pomfipet,  Earl  of:  Qeorge  Fermor,  1785-1830. 
dlxxxv. 

Pomfiret,  Earl  of :  George  William  Bichard  Fermor,  1833-1867. 
dcccxvi.  dcccxlyi. 

Ponsonbyi   Lord:    William  Ponsonby,    1 758-1 793.     (Earl  of  Bess- 
borough.) 
occxliL  ccodv.  cccxlvi.  cccxlix.  cccl.  cc«li.  ccclii.  cccliii.  ccclx.  ccclxi. 
ccclxii.    ccclxiii.    ccclxiv.    ccclxv.    ccclxvi.   ccclxvii.   ccclxx.    ccclxxi. 
ccclxxvi.  ccdxxviii.  ccclxxxii.  ccclxxxvi.  ccclxxxvii.  cccxc.  cccciv.  ccccv. 

Ponsonby,  Lord:  Frederic  Ponsonby,  1 793-1 844.  (Earl  of  Bessborongh.) 
ccccxxviii.    ccccxxxii.    ccccxlii.    ccccxliv.   ccccxlviii.  ccccliii.   cccclxiii. 
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cccclxiy.  cocclxvi.  cocdxxxvL  cccdxxxix.  cccezc.  occoxciu.  oeoexoiT. 
ccccxcvi.  occcxcvii.  d.  di.  diii.  dxiii.  dxx.  dxxi.  dxxii  dxxiv.  dzzY. 
dxxvi.  dxxvii.  dxxxi.  dxxxiii.  dxU.  dlxvi 

Fonsonby  of  Imoldllyy  Lord :  John  Ponsonby,  J806-1839 ;  Yisooniit 
Ponsonby,  1 839-1855. 
cccclxxxvi.  ccoclxKxyiiL  cccczciii.  ccocxdy.  coccxcvi.  oooczcviL  d.   dL 
diiL  dxi.  dxx.  dxxi.  dxxii  dxxxi  dxxxii. 

Porohester^  Lord:   Henry  Herbert,  1 780-1 793;   Earl  of  Carnarvon, 
1793-1811. 
cccci  cccoiii.  cccciy.  ccccv.  ccccvi.  ccccix. 

Portland,  Earl  of :  Jerome  "Weston,  1634-1663. 
xiv.  XV.  xvii. 

Portland^  Earl  of:  William  Bentinck^  1 689-1 709. 
cxli 

Portland,  Duke  of:  William  Henry  Cavendish  Bentinek,  176  s— 1809. 
cccxlii.  cccxlv.  cccxlvi.  ccoxlviii  occxlix.  cod.  cocli.  ecdii  ccdvii 
ccclix.  ccclx.  ccclxi.  ccclxii  ccclxiii  ccclxiv.  ccclxv.  eoclxvi.  codxx. 
ccclxxii.  ccdxxvi  ccdxxviii.  ccdxxix.  ecolxxxii  codxxxiii.  ccdxxxiy. 
ccclxxxy.  ccclxxxvii  ccclxxxviii.  ccclxxxix.  cccxc  cccxcviii.  cooc. 
cccci  ccccii.  cccciii.  cccciy.  ccccy.  ccccix. 

Poulett,  Lord  :  John  Poulett,  1 665-1 680. 


Poulett,  Lord :  John  Poulett,  1680-1706;  Earl  Poulett,  1706-1743. 
cxxii.  cxxiii.  cxxvi.  cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxlii.  cxliii  cxliy.  cxlyi. 

Poulett,  Earl :  John  Poulett,  1 706-1 743. 

clxiii.  clxvi.  dxviii.  clxxy.  clxxxiy.  dxxxix.  cxc.  cxoi  cxcii.  cxciii 
cxciy.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxiy.  ccxxxy.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxvii.  ccxxxviii.  ccxrxix. 
ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxliL  ccxliii. 

Poulett,  Earl :  John  Poulett,  1819-1864. 
dclxviii 

Powis,  Lord:   William  Herbert,  1667-1674;   Earl  of  Powia,   1674- 
1687. 


Powis,  Earl  of:  Henry  Arthur  Herbert,  17  48-1 7  7  a. 
cccxliii.  cccxliv. 

PowiSy  Earl  of:  Gteorge  Edward  Henry  Arthur  Herbert,  1772-1801. 
cccciii. 

Powis,  Earl:  Edward  Clive,  1804-1839. 
dlxxcv.  dxci.  dclxx. 

Powis,  Earl  of:  Edward  James  Herbert^  1848. 
dccdvi. 

Pmdhoe,  Lord :  Algernon  Percy,  18 16-1847  >  Duke  of  Northumberiand, 
1847-1865. 
dcd. 
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QneenBberryyKarqnifl.of:  Charles  Douglas,  i8io-*i837;  Lord  Solway, 

1833-1837- 
dlzxxY. 

Baby,  Lord :  Thomas  Wentworth,  1695-1711 ;  Earl  of  Strafford,  1711. 
cxv.  czx. 

BadnoTy  Earl  of:  Charles  Bodvile  Bobartes,  1685-17  2  3. 
Ixxiii.  IxxxY.  xc.  cxlii.  clxi.  clxxix. 

BadnoTy  Earl  of:  William  Bouverie,  1765-1776. 

ccczlix.  ccd.  cccli.  occliv.  ccclv.  oodviii  Ms.  ccclxyiii.  ccclxix. 

BadnoTy  Earl  of:  Jacob  Fleydell  Bouverie,  1776-1828. 

ccclxxiiL  ccclxxvi.  ccclxxviii.  ccclxxix.  ccolxxxi.  ccclxxxii.  ccclxzxiv. 
ccclxxxv.  ccclxxxvi.  ccclxxxvii.  cccxcL  cocxcy.  ccccyiii.  ccccxiv. 
ccccxv.  ccocxx.  ccccxxx.  ccccxlix.  cccclii.  cccclvi.  cccclxxi.  cccclxxii. 
cccclxxvi.  cccdxxxii.  dv.  dxvi.  dcx. 

Badnor,  Earl  of:  William  Fleydell  Bouverie,  1 828-1 869. 

dclii.  IdcliiL  dcxcix.  decxv.  dccxix.  dccxxiv.  dccxxv.  dcclxiii.  dcclxxi. 
dcclxxiv.  dclxxviii.  dcclxxxiii.  dcclxxxviii.  dcclxxxix.  dccxe.  dccxeii. 
dccxciii.  dccxciv.  dccxcv.  dccxcvi.  dccciii.  dcccv.  dcocvi.  dcccx. 
dcccxii.  deccxix.  dcccxxi.  dcccxxii.  dcccxxiii.  dcccxxvi.  dcccxxviii. 
dcccxxxi.  dcccxxxii. 

Banftirly,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Knox,  1 840-1 858. 
dcccxvi. 

Bawdon,  Lord:    Francis  Rawdon,  1 783-1808;    Lord  Hastings,  &c. ; 
Marquis  of  Hastings,  1 8 1 7 . 
cccciv.  ecccv.  ccccxliv.  coccxc.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  d.  diii.   dxi.  dxii. 
dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi  dxxvii.  dxli. 

Baymoiid,  Lord:  Robert  Raymond,  1732-1753. 
cccvii. 

Bedesdale,  Lord :  John  Freeman  Mitford,  180  2- 18  30. 

dxxviii.  dxxxv.  dlxxxv.  dxcvi.  dxcviii.  dcxxii.  dcxxiii.  dcxxviL 
dcxxxvii.  dcxxxviii.  dcxliv. 

Bedeedale,  Lord :  John  Thomas  Freeman  Mitford,  1830. 

ddxii.  dclxiii.  dclxiv.  dclxv.  ddxvi.  dclxviii.  dclxx.  ddxxi.  dclxxii. 
dclxxiv.  dclxxv.  dclxxvi.  dclxxx.  dclxxxi.  dcxc.  dcxci.  dcci.  dccxxxiv. 
dccxliv.  dooxlvi.  dccxlvii.  dccxlviii.  dccliii.  dcccxvi.  dcccxxix.  dcccxxx. 
dcccxxxiv.  dcccxxxv.  dcccxlvi.  dcccxlviii.  dccclvi.  dccclxviii.  dccclxxxiv. 
deoclxxxvi*  dcoclxxxviii  dcccxcix.  dooccii.  dcccciv.  dcoccxiv.  docccxviii. 
doocczz.  dcccoxziii.  dccccxxvi.  dccccxxvii.  dcccoxxviii.  dccccxxx. 

Biohmond  and  LennoZy  Duke  of:  Charles  Stuart,  1660-1672. 
xiv. 

Biohmond  and  Lennox,  Duke  of:  Charles  Lennox,  1675-17  23. 
cxix.  cxx.  cxlvii. 

Biohmond  and  Lennoz,  Duke  of:  Charles  Lennox,  1 750-1806. 
ocoxlv.  cecxlvi.  occxlviii.   cocxlix.  cccl.   cccli.   coclii.    cocliii.    ccdvii. 
cedix.  ccdx.  cedxi.  ccclxii.  ccclxiii.  ccclxiv.  ccclxv.   ccclxvL  codxvii. 
eoelxx.    ocolxxi.    ocdxxii.     ccdzxiv.    ccclxxvi.    ccclxxviii.    ccdxxix. 
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ccdxzxiL     ccclxxxiii.     occlxxxiy.     ccclzxxv.     ccdxxxvi.     coclxxxrilL 
ccclxxxix.  cccxcii. 

Biohmond  and  Lennox,  Duke  of:  Charles  Lennox,  i8 19-1860. 
dlxxxv.   dlxxxTi.  dcxlix.   ddi.  dclii  dclvL  dclvii.  dcclxxix.   dcccxr. 
dcocxvi.  dcccxlix. 

Bipon,  Bishop  of:  Robert  Bickersteth,  1857. 
dcodxxxviii. 

BiverSy  Earl  of:  Thomas  Savage,  1 654-1 694. 
Ivii.  IxxiiL  Ixxxii.  Ixxxv.  Ixxxix. 

Bivers,  Earl:  Riohard  Savage,  1694-1712. 
cxvi.  cxiii.  cxlvii.  clxi.  clxxv. 

Bivers,  Lord :  Horace  Pitt  Rivers,  1867. 
dcoccxiv. 

Bobartes,  Lord:  John  Robartes,  1 634-1 679;   Earl  of  Radnor,  1679* 
1685. 
iv.  vi.  vii.  xiv.  xv.  xvii.  xx. 

BooheBter,  Earl  of :  John  Wilmot,  1659-1680. 


Boohester,  Earl  of:  Laurence  Hyde,  1682-17 11. 

Ixxix.  Ixxxii.  Ixxxvi.  xciii.  xciv.  xcix.  c.  cii.  ciii.  cv.  cix.  cxL  cxii 
cxiv.  cxv.  cxviii.  cxxv.  cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxi.  cxxxii. 
cxxxv.  cxxxvi.  cxliii.  cxlvi.  cxlviii.  cli.  cliL  cliv.  civ.  clvi.  clviL 
clviii.  clix.  clxv.  clxvi.  dxvii.  clxviii.  • 

Boohester,  Bishop  of:  Thomas  Sprat,  1684-17 13. 

Ixxxii.  cix.  ex.  cxiv.  cxviii.  cxxiii.  cxxiv.  cxxvL  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxiL 
cxxxiii.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi.  cxliii.  clv.  clxvi.  clxviL 

Boohester,  Bishop  of:  Francb  Atterbury,  17 13-1723. 

clxxxi.  dxxxii.  clxxxiv.  clxxxvii.  clxnviiL  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxciL 
cxciii.  cxciv.  cxcv.  cxcix.  cc.  cci.  ccii.  cciii.  cciv.  ccvi.  ccviiL  ccix. 
ccx.  ccxL  ccxii.  ccxv.  ccxvi.  ccxvii.  ccxviii.  ccxix.  ccxx.  ccxxi.  ccxxiL 
ccxxiii.  ccxxiv. 

Boohester,  Bishop  of :  Qeorge  Murray,  182 7- 1867. 
dclxiv.  dclxxxv.  dclxxxvL  dcxc.  dcclix.  dcccxvi. 

Boohford,  Earl  of:  Frederic  Nassau  de  Zulestein,  17 10-1738. 
clxxx. 

Booldnghani,  Marquis  of:  Charles  Watson  Wentworth,  1 750-1 782. 
cccxlv.    cccxlvi.    cccxlviii.    cccxlix.   cccl.   cccli.    ccclii.    ccclviL    coclx. 
ccclxi.    ccclxii.    ccclxiii.    ccclxiv.    ccclxv.    ccclxvi.    ccdxvii.    ccclxx. 
ccclxxi.  ccdxxii.   ccclxxvi.   ccclxxviii.   ccclxxix.   ccclxxxii.   ccdxxxiii. 
ccclxxxv.  ccclxxxvi.  ccclxxxvii.  ccclxxxviii.  ccclxxxix.  cccxc  cccxcii. 

Bookingham,  Lord:  Edward  Watson,  165 2-1 691. 
Ivii. 

Bookingham,  Lord:  Lewis  Watson,  1691-1714;  Earl  of  Rockingham, 
1714-1724. 
cxlii.  cxlvii.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  dxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxvi.  dxxix.  clxxx. 
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BockinghaTn,  Earl  of:  Lewis  Watson,  17  24-1 745. 
cccxxv.  cocxxvi.  cccxxviii.  cccxxx. 

Bodney,  Lord:  George  Brydges  Bodney,  178 2- 1792. 
cccciv.  occcv. 

BqUO;  Lord:  John  Bolle^  1796-1842. 

dcxxxix.  dcxlvi.  dclxvi.  ddxx.  dclxxiv.  ddxxv.  dclzxvi.  dcciii. 
dcciv. 

BoUo,  Lord :  William  Bollo,  1846-185  2. 
dcccxxxyi. 

Bomney,  Earl  of:  Charles  Marsham,  1811-1845. 
dcxlii  dcxlvi  dcciv. 

Bomney,  Earl  of:  Charles  Marsham,  1845-1874. 
dcccxliii.  dccclxxxviii. 

Hosebery,  Earl  of:  Archibald  Primrose,  1706-1716. 
dxi.  clxiii.  cbdv.  clxxv.  clxxviii. 

Hosebery,  Earl  of:  Archibald  John  Primrose,  1828. 
dlxxxvi.  dcxv. 

Hosebery,  Lord :  Archibald  John  Primrose,  1 828-1868 ;  Earl  of  Rose- 
bery,  1814-1868. 
dccxv.  dcdxzvii.  dccxc  dcccvi. 

BoBse,  Earl  of :  Laurence  Parsons,  1791-1841. 
dcxc.  dcxci. 

BoBse,  Earl  of:  William  Parsons,  1841-1867. 
dccciv.  dccczlii.  dcccxliii.  dcccxliv. 

BoBse,  Earl  of:  Laurence  Parsons,  1867. 
dccccxix. 

Bosslyn,  Earl  of:  James  St.  Clair  Erskine,  1805- 1837. 

cccclxxvii.  occclxxviii.  cccclxxix.  cccdxxxiv.  di.  diii.  dix.  dxi.  dxii. 
dxiv.  dxvi.  dxviii.  dxx.  dxxi.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dxxvii.  dxxix. 
dxxxi.  dxxxii.  dxxxviii.  dxxxix.  dxlii.  dxlv.  dli.  dlviii.  dlx.  dlxi. 
dlxii.  dlxv.  dlxvL  dlxviii.  dlxx.  dlxxi.  dlxxii.  dlxxiii.  dlxxx.  dcii. 
dcv.  dcxi.  dcxiv.  dcxv.  dcxx.  dclxii;  dcLdv.  dclxxvii.  dclxxxi. 
dclxxxii.  dclxxxiv.  dcxcvi.  dcci. 


Bosalsm,  Earl  of:  James  Alexander  St.  Clair  Erskine,  1837-1866. 
dccxliv. 

HoBsmorey  Lord :  Henry  Robert  Westenra,  1842-1860. 
dcccxliL 

BotheBy  Earl  of:  John  Leslie,  1700-17  2  2. 
cbdii.  clxiv. 

Boufl,   Lord:    John   Rous,   1796-1821;   Earl   of  Stradbrooke,   1821- 
1827. 


jBoxbtirgh,  Duke  of:  John  Ker,  1707-1741. 
clxiii.  clxiv. 
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BuBsell  of  Thomhaugh,  Lord:  Francis  Sussell,  1613-16S7;  Eari  of 
Bedford,  162  7-1 641. 

« 

1. 

Butland,  Earl  of:  George  Maimers,  163  2-1 641. 
11. 

Butland,  Bake  of :  John  Manners,  1711-1721. 
clxxvL  clxxvii.  dxxzix.  cxc. 

Rutland,  Duke  of :  John  Manners,  1 721-1779. 
cccli. 

Rutland,  Duke  of:  Charles  Manners,  1779-1787. 
ccclxxxy.  ccclxzxvi.  occxciv.  cccxcv. 

Rutland,  Duke  of:  John  Henry  Manners,  1 787-1 857. 
dclxiv.  dclxv.  dcccxvi. 

Rutland,  Duke  of:  Charles  Cecil  John  Manners,  1857. 
dcccxcviii.  dccccxxvii. 

St.  Alban's,  Duke  of:  Charles  Beauolerk,  1684-17 26. 
Ixxxvi.  Ixxxvii 

St  Alban's,  Duke  of:  Aahrey  Beaaderk,  1 787-1802. 
ccccv. 

St.  Asaph,  Bishop  of:  John  Owen,  1629-1651. 

V. 

St.  Asaph,  Bishop  of:  William  Lloyd,  1680-1692. 


St.  Asaph,  Bishop  of:  William  Fleetwood,  1708-17 14. 
clxix.  dxx.  cbod.  clxxiiL  chom.  clxxvii.  dxxix. 

St.  Asaph,  Bishop  of:  Jonathan  Shipley,  1769-1788. 
ccclxxvi.  ccclxxviii.  ccclxxxy.  ccclxxxvii.  cccxc. 

St.  David^  Bishop  of:  William  Lucy,  1660-1677. 

XXX. 

St.  David's,  Bishop  of:  Thomas  Watson,  1687-1699. 
Ixxiy.  Ixxix.  Ixxx.  xdii  cv.  eix  ex. 

St.  DaTid's,  Bishop  of:  Philip  Bisse,  17 10-17 13. 
clxxiv. 

St  CtonBan's,  Earl  of:  Edward  Oranville  Eliot,  1845. 
dccclvii. 

St. Helen's,  Lord:  Alleyne  Fitzherbert,  1 801-1839. 
dxxyiii. 

St.  John,  Lord :  Oliver  St.  John,  summoned  vita  avi,  1640 ;   Earl  of 
Bolingbroke,  1 646-1688. 
iv.  vi.  vii. 

St.  John  of  Bletsoe,  Lord :  Rowland  St.  John,  17  20-1 72  2. 

oxcviL  cxcviii.  cci.  ccii.  cciiL  odv.  ocv.  ccviii.  ccix.  ccx.  cozi.  eexiL 
ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxx.  ccxxi.  ccxxii.  ccxxiii.  ccxxiy. 
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8t.  John  of  Bletsoe,  Lord:  John  St.  John,  1 722-1757. 

cczlviL   ccxlviiL    ccbd.  cdxii.  cclxiii.   cccxix.  cccxx.  occxxiv.  ocxxv. 
occxxvi.  cccxxzi. 

St.  John  of  Bletsoe,  Lord :   Henry  Beauchamp  St.  John,  1767-1805. 
coclzxxvii.  ccccv. 

St.  John  of  Bletsoe,  Lord :  St.  Andrew  St.  John,  1805-18 17. 

cocclxxyii.  ccoolxxviiL  occelxidx.  cccdxxx.  cccoxciii.  ccccsciv.  d.  di. 
dm.  dzym.  dlviu. 

St.  IiGonard's,  Lord :  Edward  Burtenshaw  Sogden,  1852-1875. 
dccclix.  dccdxviii.  dceocui. 

St.  Vinoent,  Viacount:  Edward  Jervie  Jervis,  1823-1859. 
dexcvlL  dccxxxvii.  dcccxvi.  dccclxviii. 

Salisbury,  Earl  of:  William  Cecil,  161 2-1668. 
vi.  X.  xi. 

Salisburyy  Earl  of :  James  Cecil,  1 668-1 683. 
xxxviii  xxxix.  xl.  xli.  xlii.  xlvii.  1y.  Ivii.  Iviii. 

Salisbury,  Earl  of:  James  Cecil,  1694-17  28. 

dxxxiy.  cxcix.  coix.  ccxv.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxlii.  ccxliii. 

Salisbury,  Marquis  of:  James  Brownlow  William  Qascoyne  Cecil,  1823- 
1868. 
dcxxii.    ddxii.   dclxiii.   dclxiv.   dclxxv.   dclxxviii.    ddxxxiv.   dcxcvi. 
deci.  dcccxyi  dcccxlyi.  dccclvi. 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of:  Gilbert  Bomet,  1689-17 15. 

cxvi.   cxlviL   clxiii.  clxiv.  clxix.  dxx.  clxxi.  dxxii.   dxxiii.  dxxvi. 


Salisbury,  Bishop  of:  Thomas  Burgess,  1825-1837. 
dcxlvL 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of:  Walter  Kerr  Hamilton,  1 854-1 869. 
docdxxxiY. 

Salteraford,  Lord:    James  Qeorge  Stopford,  1810-1835.     (Earl    of 
Courtown.) 
dlxxxY.  dclxxxiy. 

Saltersfoird,  Lord;  James  Qeorge  Henry  Stopford,  1858.      (Earl  of 
Courtown.) 
doccGXYiii.  dccccxix.  dccccxxii. 

Saltoun,  Lord :  Alexander  Gborge  Eraser,  1793-1853. 
dclxiy.  dcccxvi.  deccxlvi. 

Saltoun,  Lord:  Alexander  Eraser,  1853. 
dccccyii.  dccccxiv.  dccccxyiii.  dccccxxvii. 

Saadwioh,  Earl  of :  Edward  Montagu,  168 9-1 729. 
IxxxY.  Ixxxix,  xcix.  ex.  cxx.  cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxly. 

Sandwioh,  Earl  of:  John  Montagu,  1729-1792. 
ocexx.  ocGXziy.  oooxxv.  occxxvi.  oecxxvii  oocxxviiL  ccoxxix.  cocxliii. 
occxliy.  ccoxlviii.  occc.  cccciii  ccccv. 
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Sandwich,  Earl  of:  John  William  Montague,  1818. 
dclxxxiy.  dcci.  dccciv.  dcccxvi. 

Sandys,  Lord:  William  Sandys,  1 661-1668. 
xiv. 

Sandys,  Lord :  Henry  Sandys,  1 669-1 680. 
xlvii. 

Say,  Lord:    William  Fiennes,   161 3- 1634;    Viscount  Say  and   Sele, 
1624-1662. 
1. 

Say  and  Sole,  Yiscount:  William  Fiennes,  1 634-1662. 
ii.  iv.  vi.  ix.  x.  xi.  xii.  xiii.  xiv. 

Say  and  Sole,  Viscount:  James  Fiennes,  1 663-1 674. 

XXX. 

Say  and  Sele,  Viscount:  William  Fiennes,  167 4-1 696. 
xxxix.  xlL 

Say  and  Sele,  Viscount:  Nathaniel  Fiennes,  1696-17 10. 
cxx.  cxli.  cxlii. 

Say  and  Sele,  Viscount :  Laurence  Fiennes,  17 10-1742. 
clxvii.  clxxxvi. 

Say  and  Sele,  Lord :  Thomas  Twistleton,  1 781-1788. 
cccxcv. 

Say  and  Sele,  Lord  :  Or^fory  William  Twistleton,  1 788-1844. 
dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvii.  dlviii. 

Scarborough,  Earl  of:  Richard  Lumley,  1690-17  31. 

xc.    c.    cxlvii.    clxiii.   clxv.   clxvi.   clxvii.   clxix.   clxx.    clxxi.    dxxiL 
clxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxxvii.  clxxviii  clxxix.  dxxx. 

Scarborough,  Earl  of:  Richard  Lumley  Sanderson,  1 752-1 782. 

cccxlii.  ccGxlv.  cccxlviii.  cccxlix.  cccl.  cccU.  cccxliii.  ccclxv.  ccclxvi. 
ccdxx.  ccclxxviii.  ccdxxix.  ccdxxxii.  ccclxxxiii.  ccclxxxv.  ccclxxxviL 

Scarborough,  Earl  of:    GFeorge  Augusta  Lumley  Sanderson,  1782- 
1807. 
cccxcix.  cccci.  cccciii.  cccciv.  ccccv.  ccccxliv. 

Scarborough,  Earl  of:  Richard  Lumley  Sanderson,  1807-183  2. 
dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi. 

Scarborough,  Earl  of:  John  Lumley,  1835-1856. 
dcclxiii.  dcclxxxiiL 

Scarsdale,  Earl  of:  Nicholas  Leke,  1 655-1 680. 
xvii. 

Scarsdale,  Earl  of:  Robert  Leke,  1 680-1 707. 

Ixxix.  Ixxxvi.  xciii.  cix.  cxiv.  cxviii.  cxxiii.  cxxvi.  cxxvii.  cxxviii. 
cxxxv.  cxxxvi.  cxxxix.  cxl.  cxliv.  clii.  cliv.  civ.  clx, 

Scarsdale,  Earl  of:  Nicholas  Leke,  1 707-1 736. 

clxii.    clxiii.    clxv.    clxvi.    clxvii.    clxviii.    clxxiv.    clxxxL    dxzxii. 
clxxxix.   cxc.  cxci.  cxcvii.  cxcviii.   cxcix.   cc.    ccv.   ccvi   ccviii.   ocx. 
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ocxi.  ccxii.  ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxy.  ccxx.  ccxxy.  ccxxyi.  ccxxix.  ccxxx. 
ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxiv.  ccxxxy.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxvii. 
ocxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  cal.  ccxli.  ccxiii.  ccxliiL  ccxlv.  ccxlvi.  ccxlviii. 
ccli.  ccUL  cdvi.  cclvii.  cclix.  cclx.  cclxi.  cclxii.  cclxiii.  cclxiy.  eclxv. 
cclxvi.  cclxviii.  cclxix.  cclxx.  cclxxvi.  cclxxx.  cclxxxL  cclxiii. 
cclxzxiiL  cclxxxiv.  cclxxxy.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccc.  ccci. 

Soarsdale,  Lord :  Nathaniel  Curzon,  1 761-1804. 
cccxliii.  cccxliy. 

Sohomberg  and  IteinBter^  Duke  of:   Meinhardt  Schomberg,  1693- 
1719. 
dxxix. 

BarcfpOf  Lord:    Emanuel  Scrope,    161 4- 1627;    Earl  of  Sunderland, 
1627-1630. 
1. 

Seafleldy  Earl  of:  James  Ogilvy,  1658-17 1 1. 
clxL  cbdiL  clxiy. 

Seaford,  Lord:  Charles  Bose  EUis,  1 826-1845. 
ddiii.  dccxlii. 

SeafQrih,  Lord:  Francis  Humberstone  Mackenzie,  17 97 -18 15. 
dxxvii. 

Selkirk,  Earl  of:  Charles  Douglas,  1687-1739. 
cclvL  cclvii. 

Selkirk,  Earl  of:  Dnnbar  Hamilton,  afterwards  Douglas,  1 744-1 799. 
cccciv.  ccccv. 

Selkirk,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Douglas,  1 799-1820. 
cccclxxxyii.  dviL  dx.  dxi.  dxvi. 

Selkirk,  Earl  of:  Dunbar  James  Douglas,  1820. 
ddxii.  dcbdy.  dclxy.  dclxxxii.  dcccxv.  dcccxvi.  dcccxxxvi.  dcccxxxvii. 
dccci.  dccccyii.  dccccxxyii. 

Selsey,  Lord:  Henry  John  Peachey,  1816-1838. 
dlxxxvi. 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of:  Anthony  Ashley  Cooper,  1672-1683. 

...  .       11*      1**      1***      1*       1  •■      1  ■**    1*.*    1  *•    1  ... 

xxzvui.  xxxix.  xl.  xli.  xlu.  xliii.  xliy.  xlvii.  xlviu.  liii.  Ivu.  lyui. 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of :  Anthony  Ashley  Cooper,  1713-1771. 
cdxxviii.  cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxii.  cdxxxiii.  cclxxxiv.  cclxxxvii. 
cclxxxviii.  ccxciii.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci  cccii.  ccciii.  cccv. 
cccvii.  cccviii.  cccix.  cccx.  cccxi  cccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  cccxvi, 
cccxvii.  cccxxiv.  cccxxv.  cccxxvi.  cccxxviii.  cccxxix.  cccxxx.  cccxxxi. 
cccxxxiL  cccxxxiii. 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of:  Anthony  Ashley  Cooper,  1771-1811. 
ccccv.  ccccxliv.  diii. 

Shaftesbury,  Earl  of:  Cropley  Ashley  Cooper,  1811-1851. 
dlxzxv.  dlxxxix.  dxcviii.  dxcix.  dcxlvi.  dclxxxvii.  dclxxxviii.  dccxxxv. 
dcczliv.  dccbdi. 
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Sheffield,  Lord:   Edmund  Sheffield,  1569-1686;   Earl  of  Mulgrave, 
1626-1646. 

Sheffield,  Lord:  John  Baker  Holroyd,  1802-1821. 
cccclxxi.  cccclxxY.  dlxxxviii. 

Sheffield,  Lord:   George  Aogastus  Frederic  Charles  Holroyd,  1821. 
(Earl  of  Sheffield.) 
dcxlii.  ddzvL  dclxviii.  ddxziy.  dclxxv.  dccczyi  dccczIvL 

Sherborne,  Lord :  John  Button,  1820-1862. 
dcxix.  dcxxi  dccczvL 

Shrewsbury,  Duke  of :  Charles  Talbot>  1694-^1718. 
Izxiii.  Ixxxyiii.  xc.  xci.  clzvi.  clxyii.  clmdv. 

Sidmouth,  'Viscount:  Henry  Addington,  1 805-1 844. 
ccccxc.  ccccxciiL  ccccxciv*  dx.  dxiy.  dcxlvL  dclxiv.  dcbtvL 

Silohester,  Lord :  William  Lygon  Pakenham,  i860.  (Earl  of  Longford.) 
dccccxiy. 

Skelmersdale,  Lord :  Edward  Bootle  Wilhraham,  1828-1853. 
dcxlv.  dcxlyi.  dclxxi.  ddxzv.  dcccxri.  dcocxlyi. 

Skelmersdale,  Lord :  Edward  Bootle  Wilhraham,  1853. 
dccccxxiiL 

Solway,  Lord:   William  Douglas,  1833-1837.     (Marquis  of  Queens- 
berry.) 
dccviii. 

Somerhill,  Lord:   XJlidt  John  De  Burgh,  1825-1874.    (Marquis  ct 
Clanricarde.) 
dcliiL  dccviii.  dccix.  dcoxv.  dccxix.  dccxxix.  dcdxix.  dcdxxL  dodxxF. 
dcolxxviii.    docxcyi.    dccciv.    dcccviii.    dccclviii.    dcccbdy.    doodxy. 
dccclxxiL  dccccix.  dccccxviii.  dccccxix. 

Somxners,  Lord:  John  Sommers,  1697-17 16. 
cxli.  cxlvii.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxxix. 

Somxners,  Lord:   John  Sommers  Cocks,  1806-1821;  Earl  Sommeri, 
1821*1841. 
dlxxxy. 

Sommers,  Earl:  John  Sommers  Cocks,  1841-1852. 

dcCCXYL 

Somerset,  Duke  of:  Charles  Seymour,  1678-1748. 

Ixxix.   xc.    xciii.   xcviii.   civ.    cvi.   cxi.   cxxxi.   cxxxv.   cxxxvi.   cxlii. 
cxlvii.  clxL  clxxvii.  dxxviii.  clxxix.  clxxx.  clxxxiv.  ccxiy. 

Somerset,  Duke  of:  Edward  Adolphus  Seymour,  1793- 1855. 
diii.  dxxii.  dxxiv.  dlix.  dlx.  dlxxxii.  dlxxxvi.  dcvi. 

Sondes,  Lord:  Lewis  Monson  Watson,  1760-1795. 
cccxlv.  occcv. 
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SondeB,  Lord:  Qeorge  John  Milles,  1 836-1 874. 
doczlix.  dcccx^i.  dcccxlvi.  dccccxiy. 

SauthamplOii,  Earl  oil  Henry  Wriotheeley,  1603-1634. 

SotLthatnpton,  Earl  of:  Thomto  Wriothedey,  1624-1667. 

•  •• 

vm. 

Southampton,  Duke  of:  Charles  ^tzroy,  1673-1730;  Duke  of  Cleve- 
land, 1709. 
cxx. 

8outhaiiu;>ton,  Lord :  CSiarles  Fitzroy,  1780-1797. 
cccciv.  ccccv. 

Southampton,  Iic»rd :  Charles  Fitzroy,  1810-1872. 
dccGXvk  dcccxlvi, 

BgeAeer,  Lord :  Henry  Spenoer,  1636-1643 ;  Eari  of  Sunderland,  1643. 
iv.  vi.  viL 

Spenoer,  Earl :  John  Spencer,  17  65-1 7  83. 
oedxzvL  coclxxviii.  ocelxxiz. 

Spencer,  Earl :  Qeorge  John  Spencer,  1 783-1 834. 
cccciv.  ccccv.  cccclxix.  ccccxcii.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  ccccxcvi.  ccccxcvii. 
ccccxeviii.  d.   diii.   dzx.    dnd.   dxxii.   dsdv.   dxxv.   dzzvi.  dxxviL 
dxxix.  dlxviiL 

^[leiider  of  W<^nnleigihtoii|  Lord :  Qeorge  Spencer,  dcunnloned  vita 
patris,  1806-1817. 
diii.  div. 

Stafford,  Tisoount:  William  Howard,  1640-1678. 
xiv.  zv.  xvii  XX.  xxxiii. 

Stafford,  Uarquis  of:  George  Granville  Leveson  Gower,  1 803- 1 833; 
Duke  of  Sutherland,  1833. 
ccccxciii.  ccccxciv.  cccxcvi.  ccccxcvii  ccccxcviii.  diii.  dxx.  dxxi.  dxxii. 
dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi. 

Stafford,  Lord :  Henry  Yalentine  Stafford  Jerningham,  1851. 
dcoclxzziii. 

Stair,  Earl  of:  John  Dalrymple,  1 707-1 747. 
dxi.  cdxxxviii.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii. 

Stair,  Earl  of:  John  Dahrymple,  1789-1821. 

cccciv. 
Stamford,  Earl  of:  Henry  Grey,  1628-1673. 

iv.  vi.  vii. 

Stamford,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Grey,  1673-1720. 
zxxviu.  xxxix.  xl.  xlii.  xlv.  xlvu.  liiL  Iv.  Ivu.  Ivui.  lix.  Ixii.  Ixiii. 
Ixiv.  Ixvi.  Ixyiii.  Ixix.  Ixx.  Ixxi.  Ixxiii.  Ixxv.  Ixxvii.  Ixxviii.  Ixxxi. 
IxxTJi.  Ixxxiii.  Ixxxv.  Ixxxviil.  Ixxxrx.  xci.  xcv.  c.  ci.  civ.  cvi.  cviii. 
cxiiL  czvi  cxix.  cxx.  cxlii.  cxlvii.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  dxxii.  clxxiii. 

Stamford,  Earl  of:  Harry  Grey,  1739-1768. 
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Stamford,  Earl  of:   Qeorge  Harry  Grey,  1768-1819;  Earl  of  War- 
ringtoD,  1796. 
cccxliz.    cccL    ccclvii.   coclxiy.    ccclxx.    ccclxdi.    ccclzxvL    ocdxjdx. 
ccclxxxv.  ccccii. 

Stamford  and  Warrington,  Earl  of :  GFeorge  Harry  Orey,  1819-1845. 
dbcxxY. 

Stanhope,  Earl:  Philip  Stanhope,  1721-1786. 

cccvii.  cccviii.  ccdx.  cccx.  cccxxvi.  cccxxviii.  cccxxxi.  cccxxxiL  ccdL 
ccclxiv.  ccclxy.  ccclxvi.  cccbmL  ccclxxviiL 

Stanhope,  Earl:  Charles  Stanhope,  1786-1816. 

ccccviii.  ccccxiL  ccccxviii.  ccccxiz.  cccdxL  ccccxxy.  ccccllx.  dxL 
dzlv.  dxlix. 

Stanhope,  Earl:  Philip  Henry  Stanhope,  18 16-1855. 

dlzxiz.  dlxxxi.  dcvi.  dcxxii.  dcxxiv.  dcxxix.  dczxxi.  dcxxxiL  dclL 
dclii.  dccxliii.  dccl.  dcclxy.  dcclxviii.  dcclxx.  dcdxdiL  dcdxxvL 
dcclxxix.  dcclzxziL  dcccxiii.  dcccxiv.  dcccxv.  dcccxvi  dccczviL 
dccczlL 

Stanley,  Lord :  Edward  Qeoffirey  Smith  Stanley,  summoned  vUa  patris, 
1844-1851. 
dcccxvi.  dcccxxx.  dcccxlvL 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord:  John  Thomas  Stanley,  182 7-1 850. 
dccxlii. 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord :  Edward  John  Stanley,  1 850-1 869 ;  Lord 
Eddisbury. 
dccclxix. 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord :  Henry  Edward  John  Stanley,  1869. 
dccccxxx. 

Stawell,  Lord :  William  Stawell,  1692-1742. 

cxxxix.  cxL  cxliy.  cxlvi.  cly.  dx.  clxv.  dxvi.  clxvii.  dxviii.  dzxiy. 
ocxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxliii 

Stawell,  Lord :  Henry  Stawel  Bilson  Legge,  1 780-1820. 
ccccy. 

Stewart  of  Gkurlies,  Randolph  Stewart,  1834-1873.     (Earl  of  Gal- 
loway.) 
dccclxxxyiii.  dccccxiy. 

Stowell,  Lord :  William  Scott,  1821-1836. 
dxcyii.  dxcix. 

Stradbroke,  Earl  of:  John  Edward  Comwallis  Eous,  1827. 
dccciy.  dcccxyi.  dcccxiii.  dcccxlyi. 

Straffbrd,  Earl  of:  William  Wentworth,  1 660-1 695. 
XXXI  i.  xcy. 

Strafford,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Wentworth,  1711-1739. 

clxxxi.  clxxxii.  clxxxiy.  clxxxy.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxciL  cxdii. 
cxciv.  cxcy.  cxcvi.  cxcyii.  cxcviii.  cxcix.  cc.  cci.  ccii.  cciii.  cciy.  ccy. 
ccyi.  ccyii.  ccyiii.  ccix.  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxiL  ccxiii.  ccxiy.  ccxy.  ccxyiL 
ccxyiii.  ccxix.  ccxx.  ccxxi.  ccxxii.  ccxxiii.  ccxxiy.  ccxxy.  ccxzyi. 
ccxxyii.  ccxxyiiL   ccxxix.   ocxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii.   cczxxiy. 
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ccxxxv.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxvii.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxii.  ccxlii. 
ccxliii.  ccxlv.  ccxlvi.  ccxlvii.  ccxlviii.  ccxlix.  ccl.  ccli.  cclv.  cclvi. 
cclvii.  cclviii.  ccliz.  cclx.  cclxi.  cclxii.  ccbdii.  ccbdv.  cclxv.  cclxvi. 
cclxvii.  cclxviii.  cclxix.  cclxx.  cclxxi.  cclxxii.  cclxxiii.  cclxxiv. 
cclxxv.  cclxxvi.  cclxxvii.  cclxxviii.  cclxxix.  cclxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxii. 
cclxxTJii.  cclxxxiv.  cclxxxv.  cclxxxvi.  cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviiL  cdxxxix. 
ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii.  ccxcix. 
ccc.  ccci.  ccciv.  cccv.  cccvii.  cccviii. 

Strafford,  Earl  of:  William  Wentworth,  1 739-1 791. 
cccxxix. 

Strange,  Earl  of:  John  Murray,  1 786-1 830.     (Duke  of  Atholl.) 
cccclv.  dlxxxv. 

Strathallan,  Viscount :  James  Andrew  John  Laurence  Charles  Drum- 
mond,  1817-1851. 
dclxvi.  dclxxiv.  dcxcvi. 

Strathallan,  Viscount :  William  Henry  Drummond,  1851. 
dccccxiv. 

Stratheden  and  Campbell,  Lord:  William  Frederic  Campbell,  i860 
and  1861. 
dcccc. 

Stuart  de  Deoies,  Lord :  Henry  Villiers  Stuart,  1 839-1 874. 
dccxlii.  dccclvii. 

Stuart  de  Rothesay,  Lord:  Charles  Stuart,  i828>i84S. 
dclxii.  dclxiv.  dclxxxii. 

Sudeley,  Lord:  Charles  Hanbury  Tracy,  1838-1858. 
dcclxxvii. 

Sufield,  Lord :  William  Asheton  Harbord,  i8io-i8ai. 
dlxxxY. 

Sufield,  Lord:  Edward  Harbord,  1821-1835. 
dcxxv. 

Suffield,  Lord:  Edward  Vernon  Harbord,  i835-i853» 
dcclxxxiii. 

Suffolk,  Earl  of:  James  Howard,  1 640-1 688. 
iv.  vii.  xiv.  xvii.  Ivii. 

Suffolk,  Earl  of:  George  Howard,  1688-1691. 
Ixxi.  IxxiL  Ixxviii. 

Suffolk,  Earl  of:  Henry  Howard,  1 691-1709. 
civ.  cxv. 

Snfiblk,  Earl  of:  Henry  Howard,  1709-17 18. 
dxvii.  clxxviL 

Suffolk,  Earl  of:  Charles  Howard,  1 731-1733. 
cdxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxii.  cclxxxiii. 
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Suffolk,  Earl  of:  Henry  Howard,  1733-1745- 

cclxxxviii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxciii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cociv.  occvu 
cocvii.  cocviii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  occxvL  cccxviii.  cccxxiv. 

Suffolk  and  Berkshire,  Earl  of:  Henry  Howard,  1757-1779- 
cccxliii.  cccxliv.  cccxlix.  cccli. 

Suffolk  and  Berkshire,  Earl  of:  John  Howard,  1783-1820. 

cccciv.  ccccv.  ccccvL  ccccxxxiL  ccccxxxviii.  ccccxxxix.  ccccxliiu 
ccccxliv.  cccclxvi.  cccclxxvii.  cccclxxviii.  cccclxxix.  ccccxciii.  ccccxciv. 
ccccxcv.  diii.  dvii.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi. 

Suffolk  and  Berkshire,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Howard,  1820-1851. 
dixxxiii.  dcxv. 

Sunderland,  Earl  of:  Robert  Spencer,  1643-1702. 
Iv.  Iviii. 

Sunderland,  Earl  of:  Charles  Spencer,  1702-1722. 

cxlii.  cxlvii.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxviii.  clxxix. 

Sunderland,  Earl  of:   Chaiies  Spencer,  1729-1733;   Duke  df  Marl- 
borough, 1733. 
cclxxiv.  cclxxxvii. 

Sundridge,  Lord:   George  William  Campbell,  1806-1839.     (Duke  of 

Argyll.) 
diii.  dlviii.  dixxxiii. 

Sundridge,  Lord :  George  Douglas  Campbell,  1847.     (Dcdce  of  Argyll.) 
dccxlii.  dccclxix. 

Sussex,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Lennard,  1674-17 15. 

Ixxi.  cix.  cxviii.  civ.  clxv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii.  clxxiv. 

Sussex,  Earl  of:  Talbot  Yelverton,  1717-1731. 
cclvi. 

Susisex,  Duke  of:  Augustus  Frederic,  1 801-1843. 

cccclxxviii.  cccclxxix.  cccclxxx.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dxxvii.  dxli. 
dxlv.  dxlvii.  dxlix.  dl.  dli.  dliv.  dlviii.  dlix.  dlx.  dlxv.  dlxvi  -dlxTiL 
dlxx.  dlxxi.  dlxxvii.  dcxiii.  dcclxiii. 

Sutherland,  Duke  of:  George  Granville  Leveson  Gower,  1833-1861. 
dccxxxii. 

Sydney,    Lord:    Thomas  Townshend,  1 783-1 789;   Viscount   Sydney, 
1789-1800. 
cccxcv. 

Sydney,  Viscount:  John  Thomas  Townshend,  1 800-1 831. 
dlxxxv.  dxcix. 

Sydney,  Viscount :  Henry  Sydney,  1689-1694 ;  Earl  of  Eonmey,  1694- 

1704- 
Ixviii.  Ixxvi.  Ixxvii. 

Sydney,  Viscount :  John  Robert  Townshend,  1831-1874 ;  Earl  Sydney, 

1874. 
dclxiv.  dclxviii.  dclxxi.  dclxxv.  dcccfacix. 
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Tadcaster,  ViscouDt :  Henry  O'Brien,  1714-1741.  (Earl  of  Thomond.) 
clxxxiv.  clxzzix.  cxc.  ,cxci.  cxciv.  ccvi.  ccxv.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccl^cxx. 
cclxxxiy.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxeii.  ccxciii  ccxciv.  ccxev. 

Talbot,  Lord:  William  Talbot,  1737-1761;  Earl  Talbot.  1761-1782. 
cccvii.  cccix.  cecx.  cccxi.  cccxiL  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxvii.  cccxix.  eccxx. 
cccxxi.  cccxxiv.  ccoxxvi.  eccxxvii.  eccxxviii.  cccxxix.  cecx2cx.  cccx:^. 
cccxxxii.  cccxxxv.  cccxxxvi. 

Talbot,  Earl :  Henry  John  Chetwynd  Talbot,  1 849-1 868. 
dcccxlvi. 

Talbot  de  Malahidey  Lord :  James  Talbot,  1850. 
dccelxxviii.  dccccxix.  dccccxxi. 

Tankerville,  Earl  of:  Charles  Bennet,  1767-1822. 

cccxlix.  cccl.  cccli.  cccliii.  ccdvi  ccclxv.  ccclxvi.  ccclxxviii.  ccclxxxv. 
ccccxlii. 

Tankerville,  Earl  of:  Charles  Augustus  Bennet,  1822-1859. 
dcvL  dcvii.  dcccxv.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlyi 

Tankerville,  Earl  of:  Charles  Augustus  Bennet,  1859. 
dccccxiv. 

Temple,  Earl :  Richard  Grenville,  1 752-1 779. 

occxxxiy.    cccxxxvi.    cccxxxvii.    cccxxxviii.    ccoxli.    -cccxiii.    oocxHii. 
cccxliv.  cccxiv.  cccxlvi.  ccoxlviii.  cccxlix.  ccol.  cccli.  coclviii. 

Temple,  Earl :  Gteorge  Grenville  Temple  Nugent,  1 779-1 784  ;  Marquis 
of  Buckingham,  1 784-18 1 3. 
ccclxxxv.  cccxcv. 

Templemore,  Lord :  Henry  Spencer  Ouchester,  1837. 
dccciv.  dcccxvi. 

Templetown,  Viscount :  George  Fredwic  Upton,  1863. 
dccccxiv.  dccccxviii. 

Tenterden,  Lord:  Charles  Abbot,  1827-1832. 
dcxlv. 

Teynham,  Lord:  Christopher  Roper,  1 627-1 673. 


Teynbaniy  Lord :  Henry  Roper,  1 786-1800. 

cccciv. 
Teynham,  Lord :  Henry  Francis  Eoper  Gurzon,  1824-1^42. 

dcxxii.  dclii.  dcciv.  dccviii.  dcoxiii. 

Teynbaniy  Lord :  George  Henry  Roper  Curzon,  1842. 

dcclxxxiii. 
Thanet,  Earl  of:  John  Tufton,  1632-1664. 

vi. 
Thanet,  Earl  of:  Thomfis  Tufton,  1 684-1 749. 

Ixxxix.   cix.  ex.  cxviii.   cxxii.   cxxiii.   cxxiv.   cxxvi.  xxxxvii.  oxxviii. 

cxxxiv.  cxxxv.  cxzxvi.  cxlvi.  cxlix.  cl.  clii.  cliii.  cliv.  olv.  clz.  clxM. 

clxv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii.  clxxiv. 

Thanet,  Earl  of:  Sackville  Tufton,  17  29-1 753. 

cclxx.   cclxxii.   ccb^iii.   cclxxiv.   cctovii.   cclxxx.   cdxxxi.   pclxxxii, 

o  o  a 
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cclxxxiii.  cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvL  ccxcvii. 
ccxcviii.  ccxcix.  ccc.  ccci.  cccii.  ccciii.  occiv.  cccv.  cccvii.  cccix. 
cccx.  cccxi.  cccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  cccxvi.  cccxviL  cccxxiv. 
cccxxviii.  cccxxix.  cccxxx. 

Thanet,  Earl  of:  Sackville  Tufton,  17 53-1 786. 

cccxlix.  cccl.  ccclxx.  ccclxxii.  ccclxxvL  ccccxxiii.  ccccxxiv. 

Thanet,  Earl  of:  Sackville  Tufton,  178 6- 1825. 

ccccxlii.  ccccxlviii.  ccccli.  cccclxiv.  cccclxv.  cccclxvi.  dxxiv.  dxxv. 
dxxvi.  dlviii.  dlxx.  dlxxi.  dlxxii.  dlxxiii.  dlxxvii.  dlxxxiii.   dcii. 

Thanet,  Earl  of:  Henry  Tufton,  1 832-1849. 
dccviii. 

Thomond,  Marquis  of:  William  O'Brien,  1 808-1 846;  Lord  Tadcaster, 
1826. 
dcxxxviii.  dcxlvi.  dclxvi. 

Thnrlow,  Lord:  Edward  Thurlow,  1 778-1806. 
ccccxi. 

ThnrloW,  Lord:  Edward  Thomas  Hovell  Thurlow,  1 857-1 874. 
dccccxxvii. 

Tindall,  Lord:    Charles  William  Henry  Scott,  summoned  vita  pairisy 
1807-1812.     (Duke  of  Bucdeuch,  1812-1819.) 
dxxviii. 

Torrington,  Earl  of:  Arthur  Herbert,  1689-17 16. 

Ixxxviii.  c.  ci.  cxiv.  cxxii.  cxxxii.  cxli.  cxlvi.  cxlvii.  clxxix. 

Torrington,  Viscount :  George  Byng,  1750-1812. 

cccxlix.  cccl.  cccli.  ccciii.  cccliii.  ccclvii.  ccclix.  ccclxL  ccclxiv. 
ccclxv.  ccclxvi.  ccclxvii.  ccclxx.  ccclxxii. 

Torrington,  Viscount:  George  Byng,  1 813- 1 831. 
dxlix.  dl. 

Torrington,  Viscount :  George  Byng,  1831. 
dccviii. 

Townshend,  Lord :  Horatio  Townshend,  1661-1682;  Viscount  Towns- 
hend,  1682-1687. 
xlvii. 

Townshend,  Viscount :  Charles  Townshend,  1687-1738. 

cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxlii.  cxliii.  cxliv.  clxxvi.  clxxvii.  clxxix.  dxxx. 
clxxxix.  cxc. 

Townshend,   Viscount:    George    Townshend,    17 64- 17 86;    Marquis 
Townshend,  1786-1807. 
cccxliii. 

Townshend,  Marquis:  George  Townshend,  1 786-1807. 
ccccii.  cccciv. 

Tredegar,  Lord  :  Charles  Morgan  Robinson  Morgan,  1 859-1 875. 
dccccxiv. 

Trevor,  Lord:  Thomas  Trevor,  17 12-1730. 

clxxxiv.   clxxxv.   clxxxvi.   clxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc  cxci.  cxciv.  cxcvi. 
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cxciz.  ceil,  cciii.  cdv.  ocv.  ccvi.  ccyii.  ccviiL  ccix.  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxii. 
ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxxi.  ccxxii.  ccxxiii.  ccxxy.  ccxxvi.  ccxxvii. 
ccaLzyiii.  cczxiz.  ccxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxiii.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix. 
ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxliii  ccxlv. 

Trevor,  Lord  :  Robert  Trevor  Hampden,  1 764-1 776. 
cccxliiL  cccxliv.  cccxlv.  cccxlix.  cccl. 

Taam,  Bishop  of:  Charles  Bernard,  1867. 
dccccxiv. 

Vweeddale,  Marquis  of:  John  Hay,  17 15-1762. 

cdxxx.  cclxxxi.  cclxxxii.  cclxxxiii.  cclxxxiv.  cclxxxvii.  cclxxxviii. 
cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxei.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii. 
ccxcviii. 

Upper  Ossory,  Lord:  John  Fitzpatrick,  1794-1 8 18.     (Earl  of  Upper 
Ossory.) 
di  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi  dxxvii. 

TJxbridge,  Earl  of:  Henry  Paget,  17 14-1743. 

cxcviii.  cc.  ccii  cciii.  cciv.  ccv.  ccvi.  ccvii.  ccviii.  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxii. 
ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxvL  ccxvii.  ccxviii.  ccxix.  ccxx.  ccxxi.  ccxxii 
ccxxiii.  ccxxiv.  ccxxv.  ccxxvi.  ccxxix.  ccxxx.  ccxxxi.  ccxxxii.  ccxxxiii. 
ccxxxi V.  ccxxxv.  ccxxxvi.  ccxxxviii  (bis),  ccxxxix.  ccxL  ccxli.  ccxiii. 
ccxliii.  ccxlv.  ccxlviii.  cclx. 

Vane,  Earl :  Charles  William  Stewart,  18 23-1 854.     (Marquis  of  Lon- 
donderry.) 
dcxxii.  dclxiv.  dclxvi.  dclxviii.  dclxxxiv.  dcxc.  dcxci.  dcci.  dccxxix. 
dccciv.  dcccxxvii. 

Vaiighan,  Lord  :  Richard  Vaughan,  1 643-1 687.     (Earl  of  Carbery.) 
[.  xliv. 


Vaiighan,  Lord  :  John  Vaughan,  1687-17 13.     (Earl  of  Carbery.) 
Ixiv.  Ixix.  Ixxi.  Ixxiii.  Ixxvii.  Ixxxi.  hncxviii.  Ixxxix.  xci.  cxviii. 

Vaux  of  Harrowden,  Lord :  George  Charles  Mostyn,  1838. 
dcccxvi.  dccciv.  dccclvii.  dccclxxxiii. 

Vere  of  Hanworth,  Lord:  Vere  Beauderk,  1750-1781. 
cccxxxix.  cccxliii.  cccxliv. 

Venilaniy  Earl :  James  Walter  Grimston,  1815-1845. 

dxc.  dxcix.  dcxxiL  dcxlv.  dcxlvi.  dcxlviii.  dclxiv.  dclxxxii. 

Vivian,  Lord:  Richard  Hussey  Vivian,  1841-1842. 
dcclxix. 

Vivian,  Lord :  Charles  Crespigny  Vivian,  1842, 
dcclxxxiiL 

Waldegrave,  Earl :  John  Waldegrave,  1 763-1784, 
cccxliii. 

WaUaoe,  Lord :  Thomas  Wallace,  1828*1844. 
dclxiv.  dclxxxiv. 
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Wiritpole/ Lord :  Horatia  Walpok,  i757^iao6;  Earl  of  Orford,  1806- 
1809. 
ooexHi.  coooiy.  ccccr. 

Walfringham,  Lord  :  Thomas  de  Grey,  1781-1818. 
ccccxi.  dxxviii.  d^txxv. 

Walmngham,  Lord :  George  de  Grey,  1818-1831. 
dlxxxv.  dcxxiv.  dcxxvi.  dcxzxix. 

Walmngham,  Lord:  Thomas  de  Grey,  1831-1839. 
dclxvi. 

Walmntfiam,  Jjord  :  Thomas  de  Grey,  1839-1870. 
dcoecxivi 

Ward  of  Birmingham,  Lord  :  Edward  Ward,  1670-1701. 
Ixxiii. 

Ward  of  Birmingham,  Lord:    John  Ward,  1740- 1763;   Viscount 
Dudley  and  Ward,  17 63-1 774. 
cccxiii.    cccxTii.    cccxviii.    cccxix.    occxx.    cccxxi.    cocxxiv.    eocxzv. 
cccxxvii.  cccxxx.  cccxxxi.  cccxxxii. 

Warringtoni  Earl  of:  Henry  Booth,  1690-1693. 
Ixxxi.  Ixxxyiii.  Ixxxix. 

Wairington,  fidrl  of:  Gboirge  tiooth,  1 693-1 758. 

cxv.  cxxxv.  cxxxvi.  cxliv.  cxlviii.  clxiii.  ccliii.  cclx.  ccbdv.  cclxviL 
cclxTiii.  cclxiz.  cclxx.  cclxxiii.  colxxiv.  colxxviL  oolxxxi.  cclxxxii. 
cclxxxiii.  cclxxxiv.  cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccc.  ccci.  coov.  cocxxi. 
cccxxii.  cccxxx. 

Earl  of:  Robert  Rich,  1618-1658. 


••       •••       •  ••       • 

U.    111.    lY.    YU.    IX. 


ick.  Earl  of:  Charles  Rich,  1 659-1 673. 
xvii.  XX. 

Wellesley,  Lord  :   Richard  CoUey  Wellesley,   1799-1842.     (Marqaia 
Wellesley.) 
dxxviii.  dl.  dlViii. 

WeUingtoiiy  Duke  of:  Arthur  Wellesley,  1814-1852. 

dclx.  dclxii.  delxit.  dclxxxi.  dclxxxiv.  d<Jxcvi.  dcxcvii.  ddci.  dccJtxxiV; 
dccxliv.  dccxlvi.  dccxlyii.  dccxlviii.  dccliii.  decliv. 

WemsTBS,  Earl  of:  Dkyid  WemLys%  1705-1720^. 
clxi.  clxiii;  clkiT.  elxtii. 

Wenlook,  Lord:  Beilby  Richard  Lawley^  1851. 
dccccxi. 

Wensleydale,  Lord:  James  Parke,  1 856-1 868. 
dccclxxxi. 

Wentworth,  Viscount :  Edward  Noel,  1 762-1 774. 
cccxliii. 

Wentworth,  Lord:  Thomas  Wentworth,  1 621-16 25;  Earl  of  Cleve- 
land, 1626-1667. 
1. 
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Wentworthy  Lord :  Kalph  Gordon  Noel  Milbanke,  1862. 
dccccxi. 

Western,  Lord  :  Charles  Callis  Western,  1833-1844. 
dcclxxii. 

Westmeath,  Marquis  of  :  George  Thomas  John  Nugent,  1822-1871. 
dclxxx.  dcxc.  dcxcii.  dcccxc.  dccccvi.  dccccxiv. 

Westmorland,  Earl  of:  Charles  Fane,  1 665-1 691. 
xlvii.  Iv.  Iviii.  Ixxix.  Ixxx. 

Westmorland,  Earl  of:  Vere  Fane,  1 691-1693. 
Ixxxy.  xc.  xcii. 

Westmorland,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Fane,  1 699-1 736. 
clxxii.  chcxiii. 

Westmorland,  Earl  of:  John  Fane,  1736-1762. 

cccvii.  cccviii.  cccxi.  cccxii.  cccxiii.  cccxiv.  cccxv.  cccxvi.  cocxvii. 
cccxviii.  cccxix.  cccxx.  cccxxiv.  eccxxv.  cccxxvi.  cccxxviii.  cccxxix. 
cccxxx.  cccxxxi.  cccxxxii. 

Westmorland,  Earl  of:  John  Fane,  1774-1841^ 
dxxviii.  dclxvi.  dclxxv. 

Weston,  Lord :  Charles  Butler,  1 693-1 758.     (Earl  of  Arran.) 

cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxxxv.  clxvi.  clxviii.  clxxxi.  clxxxii.  clxxxiv. 
clxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxciv.  cxcr.  cxcvi.  cxcvii.  ociv.  cor. 
ccviii.  OCX.  ccxi,  ccxii.  ccxiv.  ccxv.  ccxvi.  ccxviii.  ccxix.  ccxx.  ccxxi. 
ccxxiii.  ccxxvii.  ocxxviii.  ccxxxiv.  ocxxxv.  ocxxxtj.  ccxxxvii. 
ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii.  ccxlv^  ccxlviii.  colxi. 
oclxii.  ccbdii.  cclxv. 

Weymouth,  Viscount :  Thomas  Thynne,  1682-17 14. 

Ixxix.  Ixxxii.  Ixxxix.  xciii.  xcvii.  ci.  cix.  ex.  cxvii*  cxviii.  oxxii. 
cxxiii.  cxxiv.  cxxv.  exxvi.  cxxvii.  cxxviii.  cxxix.  cxxx.  cxxxL 
cxxxiL  cxxxiii,  cxxxiv.  cxxxv.  cxxxvii  cxxxix.  cxliii.  exliv.  cxlv. 
cliL  div.  civ.  clx.  clxv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviiL 

Weymouth,  Viscount :  Thomas  Thynne,  1714-1751. 

cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ocxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii.  cccv.  cccvi. 

Weymouth,  Viscount:  Thomas  Thynne,  1 751-1789;  Marquis  of  Bath, 
1 789-1 796. 
cccxliii.  cocxliv.  cccxiv. 

Whamolifib,  Lord:  James  Archibald  Stuart  Wortley  Mackenzie,  1826-' 

1845- 
dclxxi.  dclxxiii  dclxxxiii.  dclxxxviL  dclxxxviii.  dcci.  dccliii.  dccliv. 

WhamoUffe,  Lord :  John  Stuart  Wortley,  1845-1855. 
dcccxxxvii.  dccclvii. 

Wharton,  Lord:  Philip  Wharton,  1625-1696. 

iiL  iv.  vL  viL  ix.  x.  xi.  xii.  xiv.  xvii.  xxxviii.  xxxix.  xL  xli.  xliL 
xlviL  Iv.  Ivii.  Iviii.  Ixiv.  Ixv.  Ixviii.  Ixix.  Ixx.  Ixxvi.  Ixxxi. 

Wharton,  Lord:    Thomas  Wharton,  1696-1706;    Earl  of  Wharton, 
1706-1715;  Marquis  of  Wharton,  1715-1716. 
cxlii  cxlvii. 


568  INDEX  OF  SIGNATURES. 

Wharton,  Earl  of :  Thomas  Wharton,  1 706-1 7 1 5 ;  Marquis  of  Wharton, 

1715-1716- : 

clux.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  clxxvi.  clxxvii.  clxxix.  clmnc. 

Wharton,  Duke  of:  Philip  Wharton,  17 18-1728. 

cxcvii.  cxcviii.  cxcix.  cc.  cci.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxlL  ccxlii  ccxliv. 
ccxlv.  ccxlvi.  ccxlvii.  ccxlviii.  ccxlix.  ccli.  cclii.  cclv.  oclvi.  cclvii. 
cclviii. 

Wicklow,  Earl  of:   William  Forward  Howard,  181 5-1869. 

dclxii.  dcci.  dccxxii.  dccxxxvii.  dccxliv.  dcclxxriii.  dcccix.  dcccxiiii. 

Widdrington,  Lord :  William  Widdrington,  1 651-1676. 
xliv. 

Wiilooghby  de  Broke,  Lord :  Richard  Vemey,  1696-17 1 1. 
cix.  clxv.  clxvi.  clxvii.  clxviii. 

Willoughby  de  Broke,  Lord:  George  Vemey,  1711-1728. 

clxxiv.  clxxxi.  clxxxii.  clxxxiv.  clxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxcii.  cxciii 
cxciv.  ccxxxiv.  ccxxxviii.  ccxxxix.  ccxl.  ccxli.  ccxlii.  ccxliii. 

Willoughby  de  Broke,  Lord :  Richard  Vemey,  1728-1752. 

cclxv.  cclxvi.  cclxviii.  cclxix.  cclxx.  cclxxvi.  cclxxvii.  cclxxxix.  ccxc. 
ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  cccix.  cccx.  cccxi.  cccxii.  cccxiiL 
cccxiv. 

Willoughby  de  Broke,  Lord :  John  Peytp  Vemey,  1752-1816. 
cccxl. 

Willoughby  de  Broke,  Henry  Peyto  Vemey,  1820-1852. 
dclxvi.  dclxxiv.  dclxxy. 

Willoughby  of  Farham,  Lord :  Francis  Willoughhy,  1 641-1666. 
vi.  ix.  xiv.  XV. 

Willoughby  of  Farham,  Lord  :  Thomas  Willoughby,  1679-1692. 
Ixxxv. 

Willoughby  of  Farham,  Lord:  Hugh  Willoughby,  1692-17 12. 
cix.  cxiv.  cxxii.  cxxvi.  cxxvii.  cxxviii. 

Willoughby  d'Eresby  and  Qwydir,  Lord :  Peter  Robert  Willoughby, 
1828-1865. 
dcccxvi. 

Wilton,  Earl  of:  Thomas  I^rton,  18 14. 
dclxiv.  dcci.  dccliii.  dcccxvi.  dcccxlv. 

Winchester,  Marquis  of:  Charles  Paulet,  1674-1689;  Duke  of  Bolton, 
1689-1699. 
xxxviii.  xxxix.  xl.  xli.  xlii.  xlvii.  xlviii.  Ixiii.  Ixvi. 

Winohester,  Marquis  of:  Charles  Ingoldsby  Paulet^  1800- 1843. 
dlxxxv. 

Winchester,  Bishop  of:  Peter  Mews,  1 684-1 706. 
Ixxiv.  Ixxix.  Ixxx.  xcii.  cix.  cxiv. 

Winchester,  Bishop  of:  Sir  Jonathan  Trelawny,  1707-1721. 
clxi.  cbdi.  clxix.  clxx.  clxxi.  clxxii.  clxxiii.  cxcv. 

Winchester,  Bishop  of:  Charles  Richard  Sumner,  1827-1869. 
dccc. 
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Winotailsea.  Earl  of:  Charles  Finch,  1689-1712. 
xciii.  cxxxix.  cxl.  cxlviii.  cxlix.  cli.  cliv.  clx.  clxxv. 

Winohilsea  and  Nottmgham,  Earl  of:  Daniel  Finch,  17 30-1 7 69. 
cclxxx.   cclxxxi.    cclxxxii.   cclxxxiii.   cclxxxiv.   cclxxxvii.    cclxxxviii. 
cclxxxix.  ccxc.  ccxcii.  ccxciii.  ccxciv.  ccxcv.  ccxcvi.  ccxcvii.  ccxcviii.  cccii. 
ccciii.  ccciv.  cccv.  cccvi.  cccvii.  eccviii.  cccix.  cccx.  cccxlv.  cccxlvi. 

Winohilsea  and  Nottingham,  George  William  Finch  Hatton,  1826- 
1858. 
dcxxvi.  dcxxxviii.  dcxli.  dcxlii.  dexlvi.  dclxiv.  dclxv.  dclxvi.  dclxxi. 
dclxxiv.  dclxxxv.  dcxc.  dcxci.  dcxcii.  dccvii.  dccxii.  dccxlix.  dccxcviii. 
dccxcix.  dccc.  dcccxlv.  dcccxlvi.  dcccliv. 

Windsor,  Lord:  Thomas  Windsor  Hickman,  1 660-1 682;  Earl  of  Ply- 
mouth, 1 68  2-1 687. 
xrii.  XXX. 

Wodehonse,  Lord  :  John  Wodehouse,   1 846-1 866  ;  Earl  of  Kimberley, 
1866. 
dcccxlvii. 

Woroester,  Earl  of:  Henry  Somerset,  1589-1628. 
1. 

Woroester,  Bishop  of  :  Edward  Stillingfleet,  1 689-1 699. 
Ixxix.  Ixxx.  xcii. 

Worcester,  Bishop  of:  William  Lloyd,  1700-17 17. 
cxvi.  cxlii. 

Worlingham,    Lord:     Archibald    Acheson,    1835 -1849.      (Earl    of 
Goeford.) 
dcclvi.  dcclxiii.  dcclxxi. 

Wrottesley,  Lord:  John  Wrottesley,  1841-1867. 
dcccxxviii. 

Wycombe,  Lord:   William  Petty,   1761-1784.     (Earl  of  Slielbume.) 
Marquis  of  Lansdowne,  1 784-1805. 
cecxxxix.  cccxlviii.  cccxlix.  cccl.   cccli.  ccclif.  cccliii.  ccclvi.  ccclxiv. 
ccclxv.    ccclxvi.    ccclxvii.   ccclxxviii.    ccclxxix.    ccclxxxiii.    ccclxxxv. 
ccclxxxvi.  ccclxxxvii.  ccclxxxix. 

Wynford,  Lord:  William  Draper  Best,  1 829-1 845. 

dclxiv.   dclxvii.   dclxxviii.   dclxxxii.    dclxxxvi.   dcxc.   dcxci.   dcxcvii. 
dcxcviii.  dcci.  dcciv.  dccxxxix.  dccxlv.  dccxlviii.  dccxlix. 

Wynford,  Lord  :  William  Samuel  Draper  Best,  1 845-1 869. 
dccclxviii.  dccclxxxviii.  dcccxcviii. 

Wynford,  Lord  :  William  Draper  Mortimer  Best,  1869. 
dccccxiv.  dccccxxvii. 

Yarborough,  Lord:  Charles  Anderson  Pelham,  1 794-1 824. 
cccclxvi.  dxiv.  dxvi.  dxxiv.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dlxx.  dlxxi. 

Yarborough,  Lord:   Charles  Anderson  Pelham,  1824-1837  ;   Earl  of 
Yarborough,  1 837-1 846. 
dcclxxxiii. 
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Yarmouth,  Viscount:  Robert  Paston,  167 3-1 679;  Earl  of  Yarmoatb, 
1679-1682. 
xlvii. 

Yarmoath,  Earl  of:  William  Paston,  1682-1732. 
cbnr.  clxvi.  clxrii.  clxviii.  clxxiv. 

York,  Duke  of:  James,  1643-1685;  James  11,  1685. 
xxii. 

York,  Duke  of:  Frederic,  1 784-1 827. 
cccciv.  ccccv.  dxxv.  dxxvi.  dxxvii.  dxli. 

York,  Archbishop  of:  John  Williams,  1 641- 1650. 

V. 

York,  Archbishop  of:  John  Sharp,  1 691-17 14. 
civ.  clxv.  clxvi. 

York,  Archbishop  of:  Sir  William  Dawes,  17 14-1724. 

clxxxvii.  clxxxix.  cxc.  cxci.  cxcii.  cxciii.  cxcix.  cc.  cci.  cciv.  ccv. 
ccvi.  ccvii.  ccviii.  ccix.  ccx.  ccxi.  ccxii.  ccxiii.  ccxiv.  ccxvi.  ccxviL 
ccxviii.  ccxix.  ccxxi.  ccxxii.  ccxxv.  ccxxvi.  ccxxxiii.  ccxlv. 

York,  Archbishop:  William  Markham,  1777-1807. 
ccclxxvii. 

Zetland,  Earl  of:  Thomas  Dundas,  1839-1873. 
dccbdii.  dcclxxi.  dcclxxz.  dccccxi. 
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%*  The  nombera  are  of  volumes  and  pagee.  The  sign  pref.  means  that  the 
reference  is  to  the  Introductions  to  the  Protests.  Quotations  printed  in  Italics 
refer  to  expunged  protests. 


A. 

Aberoromby,  Sir  Ralph,  his  confroeilt  on 

Ireland,  ii.  318. 
Absentee  landlords,  effect  of,  iii.  239. 
Abstract  principles,  imprudence  of  adopt- 

ing»  i«-  433. 
Abuses,  bill  for  remedying,  rejected,  ii.  a  1 3 . 

Access  of  husband  to  wife,  meaning  of, 
ii.  456. 

Accumulation,  power  of,  under  wills,  iii. 
119. 

Act,  constmction  of,  not  to  be  a  prece- 
dent, i.  a. 

Act  of  Settlement,  how  violated  in  1794, 
ii.  356 ;  rights  of  Parliament  under,  in 
case  of  judges,  ii.  374.  See  also  Set* 
tlement.  Act  of. 

Acts,  importance  of  some,  i.  175. 

Adam  Smi^  quotation  from,  and  appli* 
cation  of,  iii.  35. 

Address,  the,  an  echoing  of  the  particulars 
of  the  King's  Speech,  i.  487  ;  fiilsomd 
adulation  of  the,  ii.  1 73. 

Address  to  the  Prince  of  Wales,  to  ad' 
minister  the  government,  propriety  of, 
'^'  435  )  <^  means  of  avoiding  an  unpre* 
cedented  and  unconstitutional  measure, 

ii.  443- 

Adjournment,  motion  for,  by  Duke  of 
Richmond,  i.  11. 

Administration,  the,  exposes  the  nation 
to  dishonour  and  contempt,  i.  485  *, 
of  J  806,  its  policy  towards  Roman 
Catholics  and  Dissenters,  ii.  378. 

Admiral,  Lord  High,  jurisdiction  of,  i. 

lOI. 

Admirals,  conduct  o^  in  1693,  and  duty 
ot,  i.  113;  instructions  to,  demanded 
and  refused,  i.  a68. 

Admiralty,  Commisi^oners  of,  jurisdic- 
tion of,  i.  lOOt 

Admiralty  Court,  Ireland,  Judge  of, 
treatment  of,  iii.  469. 

Adulterous  intdrooiinie  of  Queen  (Caro- 
line) not  proved,  ii.  537. 


■ 

Adulterous  parties,  intermarriage  of,  per- 
mitted, iii.  435  sqq. 

Adultery,  laws  relating  to,  ii.  34a ;  effects 
of  iii.  419. 

Advice  to  the  Crown,  when  to  be  ten- 
dered, i.  ao7. 

Advisers  of  Crown,  responsible,  ii.  397. 

Advowsons,  danger  to,  by  precedent  of 
Reform  Bill,  iii.  91. 

AfOrmations  for  oaths,  origin  of,  iii.  187. 

Age,  great,  of  a  person,  no  conclusive 
proof  of  impotency,  ii.  463. 

Agitation  in  Ireland,  iii.  143. 

Agricultural  interest,  caution  needed  in 
dealing  with,  ii.  436 ;  influence  of,  liL 
103. 

Agricultural  interests,  regulations  of  Act 
of  183a  ruinous  to,  and  why,  ii.  561. 

Agricultural  produce,  free  import  of, 
disastrous  efiects  of,  iii.  30. 

Agricolture,  protection  to,  not  greater 
than  requisite,  iii.  337. 

Aid  and  Supply,  Bill  of,  should  not  con- 
tain foreign  matter,  i.  163. 

Aldermen,  election  of,  for  life,  iii.  161. 

Aldermen  of  London,  powers  of^  aug- 
mented, i.  363. 

Alien  Bill  of  1848  criticised,  iii.  343. 

Aliens,  power  of  Secretary  of  State  over, 
ii.  506. 

Aliens  Regulation  Bill,  policy  of  con- 
tinuing, ii.  531,  criticism  of,  ii  564. 

Allegiance,  especially  due  frx)m  clergy,  1. 
77  ;  ofstibject,  how  dissolved,  ii.  347. 

Allegiance  and  protection,  reciprocal 
duties,  iii.  144. 

Amendments  inconsistent  with  title  and 
principles  of  Bill,  unusual  or  irregular, 
iii.  164. 

America,  information  about,  in  1775  de- 
fective, ii.  1 50  ;  policy  of  Goverment 
towards,  in  1 7  78,  critidsed,  ii .  1 74  sqq. ; 
intercourse  with,  more  beneflcial  since 
its  independence,  ii.  343  ;  amount  of 
cotton  wool  exported  from,  in  1807,  iL 
405. 
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American  Prohibitory  Bill,  ita  provisions 
examined*  ii.  164  sqq. 

American  subjects,  <marge  of  cowardice 
against,  criticised,  ii.  156. 

American  war,  resolutions  regarding,  ii. 
76  pref.  ;  condition  of,  in  1781,  ii. 
ao6. 

Anglesey,  Earl  and  Countess  of,  case  o^ 
i.  143. 

Anstruther,  General,  eyidence  of,  as  to 
Minorca,  iL  ai,  2a. 

Antwerp,  capture  of  citadel  o^  iii.  no. 

Appeal,  no  pardon  in,  i.  91 ;  of  felony, 
law  o^  as  regards  peers,  i  9a;  to 
Lords,  how  and  when  allowable,  i.  55 ; 
unjust  bar  o^  i.  64  ;  law  of,  i.  65 ;  a 
better  process  than  Act  of  Parliament, 
i.  360 ;  Supreme  Court  of,  the  Lords, 
iii.  487  ;  abandonment  of,  iii.  491. 

Appeals,  practice  of  Lords  in,  i.  411 ;  ob- 
struction to,  i.  68 ;  arbitrary  power, 
attempt  in  1794  to  give  ministers,  ii. 
358;  encroachments  o(  cause  of^  iii. 
16. 

Archbishop,  right  of,  to  deprive,  i.  173. 

Arcot,  Nabob  o(  debts  of,  ii.  aa4. 

Aristocracy,  horses  of,  fiivoured  in  pre- 
ference to  children  of  poor,  iii.  a 39. 

Arms,  right  of  bearing,  ii.  516. 

Army,  remodelling  of,  i.  16  pref. ;  aug- 
mentation o(  inexpedient,  i.  323  ; 
management  of,  in  1 740  criticised,  i. 
496 ;  statistics  of,  in  1741,  ii.  a  ;  man- 

Xment  of,  by  Walpole,  ii.  103  ;  cost 
in  1743,  ii*  29, 31 ;  illegal  for  crown 
to  keep,  without  consent  of  Parliament, 
ii  355. 
Army,  Parliamentary,  services  of,  i.  15. 
Army  Service  Bill  of  1847  criticised,  iii. 

334- 
Arraignments  and  scandal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, i.  69. 
Articles  of  War,  power  given  to  King  to 

establish,  dangerous,  i.  343. 
Articles,  Thirty-nine,  and  degrees  at  a 

University,  iii.  144. 
Arundel  and  Surrey,  Earl  of^  and  duchy 

of  Norfolk,  ii.  245. 
Aschaffenburg,  behaviour  of  Hanoverians 

at,  ii.  38. 
Ashbumham,    Mr.,    his    letter,    i.    x6 

pref. 
Afihby  and  White,  case  of^  cited,  ii.  loa. 
Assent    and    Consent,     declaration    o^ 

i.  29. 
Assiento  Contract,  the,  and  the  Queen's 

share,  i.  aaa. 
Association,  Lnsh,  of  i8a8,  suppression 

of;  iii.  45. 
Association,  Central,  in  Lreland,  iii.  143. 
Assurances,  Fines  the  great,  of  the  realm, 

i.  18, 13. 


Assurances,    great    of    Crown,    grants 

under  Great  Seal,  L  25. 
AthoU,  Duke  oi^  fiimily  of,  and  Isle  of 

Man,  ii.  358. 
Atkins,   Sir  Robert,    Chief  Baron,   his 

opinion  on  the  punishment  of  Gates, 

i.  81. 
Attainder,    Act  of,   of  Bolingbroke,   L 

372. 
Attainder,  Bills  of,  objections  to,  L  138  ; 

nature  of,   i.  335  ;    blemishes  to  the 

reign  in  which  tbey  passed,  i.  336. 
Attainders,  reversed  by  Parliament,  iL 

253  ;  reversal  of  Scotch,  ii.  579. 
Augmentations,  Court   o^   annexed   to 

Exchequer,  i.  136. 
Australian  colonies,  constitutions  ot,  iii. 

364. 
Authorities  cited  for  episcopal  authority, 

iii.  193  ;  legal,  on  marriage,  liL  266. 
Authority,  royal,  defect  o^   how  to  be 

suppli^  ii.  443. 
Authors  since  the  Revolution*  opinions 

o^  ii.  197. 


B. 


Bacon,  Lord,  case  of.  cited,  i,  376,  378 ; 
opinion  of,  on  causes  of  diwbffection, 
ii.  534. 

Bail  in  cases  of  impeachment,  i.  64. 

Balance  of  constitution  destroyed  by  the 
Reform  BUI,  iii.  97. 

Ballot,  expediency  of  voting  by,  in  elec- 
tions of  Scotch  peers,  i.  446. 

Banbury,  Earl  of,  Charles  Knollys,  his 
indictment  for  murder,  ii.  46a. 

Banbury,  Earl  of,  William  (first)  alien- 
ation of  his  estates,  ii.  463. 

Banbury,  peerage  o^  when  created,  ii. 

456. 
Banishment,    penalty    of;    for    runninj^ 

goods,  i.  301 ;    punishment  of,  criti- 

dsed,  ii.  519. 

Bank  of  coin  and  bullion  beyond  seas  a 
danger,  i.  a8. 

Bank  Acts  1844,  criticism  on,  iii.  384  sqq. 

Bank  of  England,  notes  o^  effect  of  legis- 
lation of  181 1  on,  ii.  451 ;  profits  of; 
under  restriction,  ii.  505  ;  privilege  o^ 
threatened,  iii.  137 ;  legislation  on 
(1844)  criticised,  iii.  384  sqq. 

Bank  of  Ireland,  policy  of  defining  the 
issues  of  ii.  411  ;  contribution  of  to 
revenue,  ii.  413 ;  circulation  of;  iL  414; 
restraints  on,  iii.  437. 

Bank  payments  in  cash,  suspension  of, 
ii.  450. 

Banking,  private,  enormous  extension  01, 
in  1 793,  ii.  344 ;  true  theory  of;  iii- 
438. 
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Bankruptcy  Bill  of  1831,  objection  to, 

lii.  81. 
Bank  Act  of  1826  criticised,  ill.  I  sqq. 
Banks  of  deposit,  effects  of  permitting, 

lu.  138. 
Banks  of  England  and  Ireland,  allowed 

to  regulate  current  coin,  ii.453. 
Banks  of  Scotland  not  entitled  to  special 

privileges,   ii.  329 ;    privileges  of,  iii. 

321. 

Banks,  solidity  of,  causes  of,  iii.  5. 

Barges,  licences  for,  i.  303. 

Barley,  importance  of  cultivating,  ii.  425. 

Bamardiston,  Sir  Samuel,  case  of^  i.  81 
pref. 

Barrier,  tbe  House  of  Lords,  in  what 
sense  a,  ii.  203. 

Bastard  child,  injustice  of  putting  charge 
on  mother  alone,  iii.  146. 

Bastardy,  establishment  of,  ii.  460. 

Bastia,  reduction  of,  its  importance,  ii. 
266. 

Bath,  Earl  of,  case  of,  i.  171. 

Bedford  Level,  charges  of,  how  deter^ 
mined,  iii.  80. 

Beerhouse  Act,  amendments  to,  iii.  76. 

Belgic  provinces,  severance  of,  from  Hoi- 
luid,  iii.  108. 

Belligerent  state,  detention  of  subjects  of, 
by  a  neutral,  iii.  69. 

Bengal  Judicature  Bill  (21  Geo.  Ill,  c.  70) 
criticised,  ii.  210. 

Bentinck,  Lord  William,  measures  o^ 
iii.  395. 

Berkshire  magistrates,  rights  of,  sus- 
pended, ii.  496. 

Bill,  to  disable  Robert  Villiers  from  title 
of  Viscount  Purbeck  objected  to,  i. 
57 ;  for  disabling  Lord  Danby,  ob- 
jected to,  i.  60 ;  should  not  be  brought 
in  twice  the  same  session,  i.  104 ; 
allegations  in,  without  proof,  a  dan- 
gerous precedent,  i.  160 ;  twice  reading 
of  on  same  day,  1.  395 ;  printing  of, 
refused,  ii.  415 ;  rejection  of  a,  what  it 
does  not  imply,  iii.  141  ;  reading  o^ 
against  the  Queen  twice,  and  subse- 
quent abandonment,  ii.  539. 

Bill  of  Pains  and  Penalties,  character 
of^  i.  329  sqq.,  ii.  534  ;  when  permis- 
mble,  i.  334. 

Bin  of  Rights,  on  exceraive  fines,  i.  191  ; 
Palladium  of  liberties,  ii.  88 ;  violated 
in  1780,  ii.  200;  attack  on  in  1795, 
U.  286. 

Billeting,  grievance  of,  i.  3. 

BiUs,  printing  o^  imparliamentary,  j. 
168  ;  affecting  private  property,  course 
o(  and  cases,  ii.  94  ;  grounds  for  pass- 
ing, ii.  214  ;  commen^d  in  one  session 
and  finished  in  another,  an  unconsti- 
tutional concession,  iii.  338. 


Buhcyp,    Ciyinproviiicial,    deprivation  oft 

}'  173. 
Bishoprioks,  Irish,  suppression  of,  iii.  113. 

Bishops,  protest  of,  i.  7  pref. ;  rights  of, 
i.  8,  9  ;  forced  and  violent  absence  of, 
its  effect  on  the  acts  of  the  Lords,  i.  9 ; 
are  lords  of  parliament  and  not  peers, 
i.  331 ;  Irish,  reduction  of  numbers  of, 
iii.  115;  essential  authority,  &c.,  of, 
iii.  192  ;  their  capacity  and  incapacity, 
iii.  196 ;  as  a  body,  never  consulted, 
iii.  230;  seats  of  in  Parliament,  iii. 
339;  retirement  of  on  pensions,  iii. 
417;  in  1743  on  Gin  Bill,  iii.  436; 
exclusion  of  Irish,  from  House,  objected 
to,  iii.  475. 

Ballot  Bill,  objections  to,  iii.  484. 

Blackstone,  Justice,  on  right  of  bearing 
arms,  ii.  516 ;  on  power  of  pardon,  iii. 
202 ;  Sir  William,  on  corruption  of 
blood,  ii.  32S;  his  prophetic  declara- 
tion, iii.  228. 

Blood,  cases  of,  and  bishops*  votes  on 
such,  i.  108. 

Bolingbroke,  Viscount,  flight  and  attain- 
der o^  i.  225,  226;  bill  for  restora- 
tion of,  i.  369 ;  an  undeserved  bounty, 
ib,;  impeachment  of,  and  crimes  of, 
i.  370;  has  rendered  no  service  since, 

i-37'- 
Bolton,    Duke   of,   and    Lord   Cobham, 

cashiering  of,  i.  444. 

Bona  notabiliaf  rules  respecting,  iii.  268. 

Bond,  effect  of  duties  payable  on  taking 
out  of,  iii.  38. 

Bonded  wheat,  liberation  of  in  1827, 
iii.  17. 

Books,  licensing  of,  its  effects,  i.  109. 

Boiy)ugh  system,  in  1797,  its  effects,  ii. 
296. 

Boroughs,  power  of;  under  Reform  Bill, 
iii.  100;  Irish,  compensation  for  ex- 
tinction of,  iii.  64. 

Boston  Port  Bill,  an  inauspicious  act,  ii. 
144. 

Bounties  on  grain,  abandonment  of,  criti- 
cised, ii.  477. 

Bourbon  fiimily,  character  of,  ii.  335. 

Bourbon,  policy  of  house  of,  ii.  568. 

Brandon,  peerage  of,  i.  207  pref. 

Brooke  peerage  case,  reason  why  Sir 
Richard  Vemey's  claim  to,  was  rejected, 
1.125. 

Buccleuch,  Duke  of,  restoration  of,  but 
not  to  title  of  Dake  of  Monmouth,  ii. 

345- 
Buckingham,  Duke  of,  attempt  to  assist, 

i.  58. 
Buildings   and  repairs,  expense  of,    on 

whom  to  be  thrown,  ii.  449. 
Bull,    Papal,    of  1850,  and    legislatioa 

thereon,  iii.  372. 
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Bullion,  ezportatioB  of,  i  134  ;  should  be 

restrained,  i.  27. 
Biurd^u  on  people,  will  be  aggravafeed 

by  war,  11.  342. 
Burdens,  right  of  people  in  relation  to, 

ii.  20a. 
Burghs,  Scotch,  innovation  of  system  of, 

in  1833,  iii.  129. 
Burgoyne,  General,  the  remains  of  his 

army,  where,  ii.  175. 
Burrard,  Sir  Harry,  omission  of  name  of, 

after  Vimiera,  ii.  420. 

C, 

Cachet,  letters  of,  an  idea  of  establish- 
ing, ii.  258. 

Cadiz,  Spanish  squadron  at,  escape  of^ 
i.  494. 

Cadore,  Duke  of,  despatch  of,  on  ex- 
change of  prisonerB,  ii.  427. 

Calicoes,  printed,  importation  of,  i.  256. 

Camhray,  capture  of,  iU  importaaice,  i. 
211. 

Canada,  despotism  and  popery  in,  Ame- 
rica will  not  sit  quiet  unaer,  ii.  175 ; 
legislature  of,  powers  given  to,  iii.  81 ; 
advantageous  condition  of^  for  growing 
wheat,  iii.  258. 

Canada.  Lower,  resolutions  on,  criticised, 
iii.  169  ;  constitution  of,  suspension  of, 
iii.  181  sqq. 

Canada,  Upper  and  Lower,  representa- 
tion of,  iii.  216 ;  union  ol,  criticised, 
iii.  217  sqq. 

Canadians,  French,  treatment  of  in  1840, 
iu.  217. 

Canons  of  1640,  grievance  of,  i.  4. 

Canterbury,  Archbishop  of,  his  powers, 
iii.  195. 

Canterbury,  vicinity  oi^  ignorance  of  pea- 
santry in,  iii.  199. 

Cant-words,  correspondence  in,  i.  352. 

Capital,  abundance  o^  iii.  4 1 5. 

Capital  punishment,  application  of  to  a 

•  variety  of  ofifences,  ii.  452;  diminution 
of  infliction  of,  in  civilized  states,  iii. 

77- 
Carlile,  Richard,  trial  and  conviction  of, 

ii.  529. 

Carlisle,  probable  effects  of  restraint  of 
trade  on,  i.  28. 

Cartel,  plan  for  establishing  a,  ii.  429. 

vCarthage,  England  compared  to,by  France, 
ii.  294. 

Cash  payments,  restriction  of,  in  181 8, 
defence  of,  criticised,  ii.  501  ;  resump- 
tion of.  Act  for  in  1819  criticised,  ii. 
509  sqq. 

Cathedrals,  importance  of,  iii.  226. 

Catholic  relief  Bill  for,  of  Mr.  Grattan, 
ii.  276. 


Cathc^ics,  law9  relating  to,  Ireland,  ii. 
277;  in  Ireland,  treatment  of  (1797), 
ii.  298. 

Cattle,  Irish,  restraint  on  importation  of, 
i.  28 ;  importation  of^  i.  31  pref. 

Cause,  original,  assumption  of  jurisdiction 
by  LorcU  in,  i.  166. 

Chancellor,  Lord  High,  ofEences  of  Mac- 
clesfield as,  i.  373. 

Chancery,  arbitrary  power  in,  L  30; 
lurisdiction  of,  i.  30 ;  suits  in,  how  to 
be  conducted,  i.  40. 

Chancery,  Court  ol,  abuses  in,  in  171^, 
i.  366 ;  power  of,  over  trustees,  iiL  118. 

Chapters,  value  of,  iii  230. 

Charitable  Bequests  Act,  inconsietaBt 
with  Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act,  iii  374. 

Charitable  trust,  usage  on,  iii.  268. 

Charles  I,  reference  by,  to  Lords  ia  a 
peerage  case,  i.  118;  experience  from 
times  of,  iii.  25. 

Charter,  Great,  violation  of,  i.  21 ;  ^Eeots 
of;  L  39. 

Chartered  rights,  invasion  of,  iiL  130. 

Charter  schools,  a  catechism  in,  character 
of,  iii.  200. 

Charters  to  Scotch  banks  restricted,  iii. 
33a. 

-Chatham,  Earl  o^  annuity  to  family  oC 
criticised,  ii.  1 78  pref . 

Chatsworth,  collection  of  plants  at,  iii 
30a. 

Chester,  restraints  on  trade  of,  i.  28. 

Chief  Justice,  improper  to  haye  one,  who 
is  impeached,  in  his  place,  i.  64; 
(Scroggs),  a  count  in  the  impeach- 
ment of,  i.  66. 

Chief  Justices,  Lives  of,  quoted,  iii  490. 

Christian,  true  iaith  of,  the  phrase,  iii.  21 ; 
Jews  relieved  from  using.  iiL  127. 

Christianity,  doctrines  of  Roman  Catholic 
Church  opposed  to,  iii.  62. 

Church,  goverrmient  of,  importance  of 
consent  of  Commons  in,  i.  6  ,*  dai^ger 
of,  in  what,  L  1 78 ;  in  no  danger  from 
Dissenters;  L  219;  design  of  Papists 
and  Dissenters  to  destroy,  L  179. 

Church  cess,  repeal  of,  iii.  1 14. 

Church  doors,  notices  on,  iiL  140. 

Church  of  England,  a  clause  iu  an  Act, 
destructive  of,  i.  29  ;  liturgy  and  cere- 
monies of,  by  human  constitution,  i 
75  ;  has  not  educated  people,  iii.  199 » 
Marriage  Service  of,  iii.  427. 

Church  property,  confiscation  of,  iu.  225. 

Church  (Scotch),  interference  with,  iiL 

259- 
Church,  State,  King,  dangers  threatening, 

i-3- 
Churches,  Bill  for  building  fiftj,  L  246. 
Cider  and  perry,  duties  on,  objections  to, 

ii.  65  sqq. 
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City  of  London,  franohiBes  of;  i.  358. 

Ciril  liberty,  danger  to,  under  Popish 
govemment,  iii.  54. 

Civil  Uat,  of  Geoige  I,  additions  to,  i. 
363 ;  increase  of,  in  1729  oritknsed,  1. 
396  sqq.,  399  eqq. ;  increase  of,  un- 
popular, i.  400 ;  reyenues  of,  employed 
in  creating  an  undue  influence  in  Par- 
liament,  iu  171 ;  debts  of,  in  180 a,  and 
liquidation  of,  ii.  351;  corruption  by 
means  o^  ii.  407 ;  should  not  be  made 
for  the  life  of  reigning  sovereign,  and 
why,  iii.  1 78 ;  grant  o^  and  purpose  of, 
iii.  368. 

CSvil  office^  men  should  not  be  excluded 
^  from,  for  religious  opinions,  iii.  1 78. 

CJivil  power,  obedience  of  military  to, 
necessary  for  preservation  of  our  con- 
stitution, i.  240. 

Civil  rights,  destruction  o^  for  indirect 
pui^poses,  iii.  165. 

Civil  Service,  Indian,  examination  of  can- 
didates for,  iii.  39a. 

Clarendon,  Earl  of,  impeachment  of,  L  35 ; 
treatment  of,  1.  37  ;  his  opinion  as 
to  a  cause  of  Straffbrd's  execution, 
u.  447. 

Cleigy,  fears  and  jealousies  entertained 
of  them  by  ill  men,  L  75 ;  authority  of, 
derived  from  lay  hands,  i.  76 ;  loyalty 
of;  its  character,  i.  77,  78;  provision 
for,  in  Ireland,  iii.  83 ;  tax  on  tithes 
and  lands  of,  iii.  1 19 ;  unrepresented, 
iii.  lao. 

Clergy,  Irish,  a  loan  to,  made  into  a  gift, 
iiLi89. 

4Jlergy  of  London,  tke(r  risks  from  (he 
Quaker' t  Affirmation  BiU,  i.  274. 

Oeigymen,  generally  have  much  the 
same  way  of  reasoning  and  thinking, 

i-75- 
Clerical  subscription,  assimilation  of  laws 

of,  iii  465. 
Clerk  of  the  Peace,  in  Ireland,  position 

of,  ii.  570. 
Clerks  of  Post  Office,  copying  letters,  i 

34a  ;  should  be  examined,  i.  344. 
Clipped  money,  provision  for,  i.  123. 
Cloflter  Seven,  convention  of,  ii.  64. 
Coat  and  conduct  money,  grievance  of, 

i-3- 

Coburg,  Prince  of,  his  engagements, 
ii.  201. 

Code,  severity  of,  at  tones,  a  disgrace, 
u.  284. 

Coin,  current,  regulation  o(  an  act  of 
sovereign  power,  ii.  453 ;  exportation 
of,  and  thai  of  bullion,  prohibited,  ef- 
fects of,  i  1 24. 

Coke,  Sir  Edward,  his  reports  cited,  i.  93  ; 
his  comment  on  Magna  Charta,  ii.  31 5  ; 
on  Jews,  iii.  126. 


Collision,  unnecessary,  to  be  avoided,  iii. 
165. 

Colleges  and  Halls  of  Universities,  their 
character,  iii  168. 

Colonial  Counciln,  experience  o^  iii.  1 70. 

Colonial  dominion,  an  impression  dan- 
gerous to,  iii.  199. 

Colonies,  taxing  of,  scheme  for,  ii.  145 ; 
scheme  of  governing,  ii  147 ;  condition 
oC  in  1 774,ii.  149 ;  have  real  grievances, 

ii-  153- 
Colonies,  American,  condition  o^  in  1 756, 

ii.  56. 

Colonies,  slave-holding,  capital  o^  in  1833, 

iii.  135- 
Commerce,  restraints  on,  inexpedient,  ii. 
481 ;   restraints  on,  objections  to,  iii. 

333- 
Commercial  legislation,   principle  of,  in 

1808,  ii  412. 

Commission,  mixed,  on  Comprehension 
Bill,  reasons  for,  i  75;  a  restrained, 
the  evils  of  it,  i.  76 ;  under  Great  Seal, 
for  assent  to  BiUs,  irregularity  of,  ii. 
437;  its  powers  to  give  royal  assent, 
ii.  438 ;  of  municipal  enquiry,  how 
characterised,  iii  158;  (Ecclesiastical),- 
objections  to,  iii.  233. 

Commissions,  grant  o^  to  foreigners,  in- 
expediency of,  ii  55  sqq. 

Commissioners  of  woods  and  forests, 
powers  of,  critidsed  (1786),  ii.  217; 
of  Irish  Church,  objections  to,  iii.  1 14 ; 
municipal,  illegal  and  unconstitutional, 
iii*  153;  of  Poor  Law,  their  proceedings, 
iii.  340. 

Conmiittee,  rule  of  procedure  in,  i  60; 
joint,  of  both  Houses,  at  the  crisis  of 
]68o,  i  62;  joint,  advisableness  of,  i 
105;  of  whole  House,  does  not  hear 
counsel,  i  127  ;  secret,  proposal  for,  in 
18 10  refused,  criticism  on,  ii.  430;  for 
privileges,  duty  of  Lords  to,  ii.  458. 

Commitment,  on  general  impeachment, 
evil  and  dangerous,  i  38. 

Commodities,  foreign,  great  use  o^  i  27. 

Common  Council  of  London,  their  con- 
duct in  suits  connected  with  elections, 
i  351. 

Commoners,  not  to  be  impeached  for  any 
capital  crime,  i  237. 

Commons,  House  o^  importance  of  con- 
sent of,  in  relation  to  government  of 
Church,  i-6 ;  importance  of  not  defer- 
ring debate  on  conference  with,  i  7  ; 
rejection  of  a  proposal  of,  its  effects,  i 
10  ;  their  rights  of  impeachment,  i  13; 
rights  of,  as  to  money  Bills,  i.  26 ;  should 
know  the  contents  of  Mr.  Ashbum- 
ham's  letter,  i  16;  abuses  word  'nui- 
sance,* i.  32 ;  right  of  impeachment,  i. 
35  ;  their  behaviour  in  relation  to  con- 
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ferences,  L  36 ;  their  condnct  in  Cla- 
rendon's case,  i.  38 ;  mistakes  of,  has 
no  claim  to  judicature,  L  49 ;    might 
have  been  answered  in  a  conference  as 
to  jadicatare,  i.  51 ;  has  behaved  in  an 
unprecedented  and  extraordinary  way, 
i.  54 ;  should  not  have  same  represent- 
atives over  lonp,  i.  54  ;  judicature  of, 
by  Bill  in  cases  of  nobility  and  peerage, 
5-  58*  59;  right  of  impeachment,  urt- 
doubted,  i.  65 ;  is  packed,  danger  of, 
i.  82 ;    have   an  interest  in  impeach- 
ments, i.  91 ;  their  motives  in  the  Place 
Bill,  i.  107 ;  claims  to  judge  of  returns 
a  claim  of  judicature,  i.  126:  rights  of, 
at  impeachments,  i.  132  ;  claim  of,  over 
supply,  i.  140 ;  concurrence  in  address 
of  1 701  requisite,  i.  149;  impropriety 
of  noticing  debates  of,  i.  1 50 ;  allowed 
to  declare  a  day  in  Lord  Haversham's 
case,  eflfects  of,  i.  150;  imputations  of 
unnecessary  delays  oy,  inaccurate,  i. 
160  ;  Bill  against  attacking  an  admis- 
sion to  judicature,  i.  350  ;  action  of  in 
money  Bills  tends  to  subvert  the  rights 
of  the  Lords,  i.  383  ;  under  undue  in- 
fluence, i.  406 ;  effects  of  pensions  on, 
i.  409 ;    may    think    itself  unkindly 
treated  by  rejection   of  the  Pension 
Bill,  i.  412  ;    desire   of,   for   Pension 
Bill,  i.  416;   niunber  of  placemen  in, 
ii.  15 ;  its  resolution  in  Wilkes'  case, 
ii.  70 ;   its  conduct  on  the  Middlesex 
election,  ii.  102  ;  a  usurpation,  ii.  104  ; 
results  of  allowing  action  of,  in  Wilkes* 
case,  ii.  105  ;  a  conference  with,  on  the^ 
East  India  Company's  affairs,  refused, 
ii*  135 ;    resolution  of,  respecting  the 
influence  of  the  Crown,  ii.  aoa ;  Bill 
for  regulation  of  public  offices  from, 
rejected,    ii.   213;    its    proposals    for 
Hastings'  trial,  ii.  220;  admirable  vote 
of,   on  May   5,    1641,  ii.  255 ;  Peers 
should  not  have  seats  in,  ii.  3^9;  con- 
sequences of  an  impeached  Peer  ex- 
plainins^  to,  ii.  355 ;  in  1 798,  appointed 
a  committee  to  examine  into  the  treat- 
ment of  French  prisoners,  ii.  430 ;  con- 
stitution of,  before  1832,  commended, 
iii.  85;    its  authority  on   the  Jewish 
question,  iii.  1 28 ;  amf'ndment  of,  iii. 
212  ;   on  a  Railway  Bill,  reasons  of, 
iii.  272 ;  waste  of  time  in  idle  discus- 
sions in,  iii.  345  ;  should  be  induced  to 
abate  the  undue  extent  of  their  origi- 
nating supply,  iii.  347;  character  of, 
allowed  by  Act  of  1867,  iii.  468. 

Commons  of  Britain,  accusation  of,  no 
heavier  load  than,  i-  ipi ;  place  of,  at 
Macclesfield's  trial,  i.  305. 

Compact,  original,  foundation  of  society, 
ii.  88. 


Companies,  influence  of,  on  public  affiun, 
i.  156;  three  great,  hold,  most  of  the 
debt,  i.  435. 

Company,  South  Sea,  and  the  Amento 
contract,  i.  223. 

Compassion,  induced  by  undue  capital 
punishment,  iii.  78. 

Compensation  should  have  been  given 
under  the  Reform  Bill,  iii.  loi. 

Compliments,  a  name  for  extortion,  i.  375. 

Comprehension  Bill,  character  of,  L  74 
pref. 

Comprovincial  bishop,  right  of  archhithop 
to  deprive,  i.  1 73. 

Conference  with  Commons,  important  not 
to  defer  debate  on,  i.  7 ;  importance  of, 
and  use  of^  i.  34 ;  linoits  and  practice 
of,  i.  36 ;  dedine.  of,  with  Commons 
disadvantageous,  i.  51  ;  with  Conmions 
refused,  objections  to  sach  a  procedure, 

i.  154- 

Conference,  free,  objections  to  a  second, 
before  first  is  determined,  i.  155  ;  order 
in  which  message  for  should  have  been 
sent,  i.  156. 

Conformity,  eoderiastical,  effect  of  con- 
fining secular  employments  to,  L  73. 

Congregation,  will  of,  in  Scotland,  SL 
259;  Dissenting,  their  leg^  position, 
iii.  28. 

Conservative  principles,  importance  ot 
iii.  165. 

Consistorial  Court,  Scotland,  abolition  o^ 
iii.  74. 

Conspiracy  (Atterbury's),  discovery  of, 
i.  309 ;  no  doubt  of,  as  a  fact,  i  321. 

Conspiracy  in  1722,  detected  and  dis- 
appointed, i.  351. 

Constituents,  votes  of  members  against 
known  and  signified  sense  o^  ii.  16. 

Constabularv*  in  Ireland,  charge  of,  iii 
323 ;  Irish  and  distillation,  iii  398. 

Constitution,  requirements  of  the,  ii.  15 ; 
destruction  of,  in  the  Middlesex  Elec- 
tion case,  ii.  103 ;  personal  security  a 
distinction  of,  ii.  259 ;  danger  to,  in 
delaying  the  Regency,  ii.  434 ;  violated 
by  transfer  of  power  of  taxing  to  Bank 
Directors,  u,  454;  violation  of,  in 
Seizure  of  Arms  Bill,  ii.  521 :  British, 
and  large  exclusions  cannot  subsist 
together,  ii.  577;  affected  by  Roman 
Catholic  relief,  iii.  49. 

Constitution  of  Parliaments,  change  of,  in 
1832,  iii.  88. 

Consumer,  compulsion  on,  to  purchase 
com  dearer,  effects  o^  ii.  482. 

Contentious  litigation,  diocesan  ooiirts 
for,  iii.  367. 

Continent,  herd  of  standing  armies  on, 
does  not  apply  to  an  island,  i.  421. 

Contracts,  condition  of  fiur,  ii.  aoa> 
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ConventioD  of  England  and  Russia  ( 183 1 ), 

ill.  109. 
Convex  lights,  case  of,  and  Lord  Noi> 

manby,  i.  133. 
Conyeyances,  tax  on,  its  unfiiimess,  ii. 

415. 
Conway,    Mr:,    bis   view   of  American 

opinion,  ii.  81. 
Copenhagen,  siege  of,  oritidsed,  ii  384 

sqq. 
Com,  scarcity  of  in  1800,  causes  o^  ii. 

335 :  propriety  of  free  trade  in,  ii.  481 ; 

importation  of,  duties  on,  iii.  286. 
Com  Law  beneficent,  and  principle  o^ 

iii.  30 ;  alteration  of  in  184a,  effects  o( 

m.  338. 
Cora  I^ws,  expediency  of  enquiry  into, 

before  legislation,  ii.  480;  pledges  not 

to  interfere  witb,  and  history  of,  iii. 

7  sqq.;   of  1815,  futility  o^  iii.  334; 

moral  effects  o^  iii.  255 ;  reasons  for 

not  repealing,  iii.  315  sqq. 
Cornwall,  Duchy  of,  Un  duties  o^  and 

revenues  of,  iii.  190. 
Coronation  oath,  breach  of  by  King,  in 

relation  to  contracts,  iii.  ao;  observance 

of^  iii.  lai ;  violation  of^  iii.  472. 
Corporations,  oaths  taken  by,  i.  21  pref. ; 

restoration  of,  L  03  pref ;  surrender 

off  i*  93  9  Irish,  rights  of,  iii.  226. 
Corporators,  ri^ts  of,  iii.  214. 
Correspondence,   of  French  agents  and 

transport  board,  ii.  428 ;  confidential, 

how  &r  compellable  to  be  produced  in 

courts,  ii.  535. 
Corraption,    remedy    of   Parliamentary, 

L  112  ;  at  eUctWM,  ii$  origin  and  cure, 

i.  291 ;  of  Parliaments,  with  whom  an 

object,  i.  425 ;  of  blood.  Sir  William 

Blackstone  on,  ii.  328. 
Cogens,  bishop,  his  argument  on  divorce, 

iii.  422. 
Cotton  goods,  low  prioe  of  in  1808,  ii. 

412. 
Cotton  wool,  prohibition   of  ex^rt  of, 

effects  of,  ii.  405. 
Council,  importance  of  being  careful  in 

selecting,  181 1,  ii.  444. 
Council  of  Massaohusets,  plan  of;  criti- 
cised, ii  143. 
Council-board,  of  Lreland,  extra-judicial 

decree  of,  i.  50. 
Council,  Common,  of  City  of  London, 

extract  from  books  of,  i.  121. 
Councilman,  rule  to  exact  a  declaration 

that  he  is  a  member  of  Church  of  Eng- 
land, ui.  162. 
Counsel,  importance  of  hearing  in  a  cer- 

tain  Bill,  L  99;   should  be  heard  in 

disfranchisement  Bills,  iii.  481. 
Counsellors    of    grievances    should    be 

punished,  i.  4. 
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Court,  blindfold  compliance  to,  ii.  205. 

Court-martial,  proper  limits  of,  i.  471. 

Courts,  inferior,  cannot  legally  deny  pre- 
sentments of  grand  juries,  i.  66;  of 
Ireland,  departure  from  ancient  cus- 
toms of,  criticised,  ii.  555  sqq. 

Credit,  vote  of,  in  1 796,  criticised,  ii.  287 
sqq. 

Creditors,  wrong  done  to  by  Mutiny 
Acts,  i.  243. 

Crime,  no  one  should  be  punished  without 
one,  i.  74. 

Criminal  conversation,  action  for,  should 
be  retained,  iii.  423  sqq. 

Crisis,  commercial,  how  originated,  iii. 
416. 

Crown,  power  given  to,  by  Mutiny  Acts 
excessive,  i.  243 ;  power  given  to,  to 
apprehend  and  detain  in  custody  in 
1723,  i.  333;  grant  of  powers  to,  to 
raise  men  and  money,  effect  of,  i.  454 
sqq. ;  claims  o^  in  respect  to  bed  of 
Thames,  ii.  122;  oveigrown  influence 
of  the,  ii.  171  ;  influence  of,  has  in- 
creased, is  increasing,  and  ought  to  be 
diminished,  IL  202;  heir  apparent 
of;  rights  of,  ii.  227  ;  legal  prerogatives 
of,  not  subverted,  impaired,  or  weak- 
ened in  Ireland  by  Earl  Fitzwilliam, 
ii.  274 ;  not  prevented  from  meddling 
with  sale  of  seats,  ii.  423  ;  ministers  of, 
possessed  of  power  of  Parliament,  iii. 
16;  character  of  limitations  of,  and 
process,  iii.  71 ;  power  of,  in  issue  of 
money  for  a  service,  iii.  166  ;  rules  for 
guidajice  of,  in  pardons,  how  far  pos- 
sible for  Parliament  to  make,  iii.  202. 

Crown  lands,  sale  of;  criticised,  ii.  217. 

Cultivation  of  soil,  importance  of,  and  re- 
lation of  Com  Laws  to,  iii.  18. 

Currency  and  cash  payments.  Bill  for, 
criticised  (18 16),  ii.  408  sqq. ;  metallic, 
how  alone  exhausted,  ii.  501 ;  effects  o^ 
on  distress,  iL  566 ;  paper,  advantages 
of,  iii.  43 ;  alteration  in  value  of,  has 
increased  weight  of  public  burdens,  iii. 
67  ;  law  of  distribution  of,  iii.  285. 

Cusack,  case  o^  i.  42  pref. 

Customs  Bill  of  1842,  criticism  on,  iii. 
250. 

Cyphers,  correspondence  in,  i.  35  a. 

D. 

Dalrymple  v.  Dalrymple,  case  of,  cited, 

iii.  206. 
Danby,  Lord,   his   impeachment,  i.  60 

pref. 
Dancer,  Mr.,  his  opinions,  iii.  400. 
Dangers,  no  proper  way  to  prevent,  by 

voting  that  there  are  none,  i.  1 79. 
Darien  plantation,  information  on,  needed, 

i.  137- 
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Davias,  Sir  John,  his  jadgment,  iiL  396. 
Dean  of  Archefl,  authority  of,  iii.  194. 
DeaoB  and  cbaptera,  may  be  brought  into 

disrepate,  iii.  331. 
D— rnem,  unusual  and  exoeanve  in  1730^ 

i.415. 
Death,  punishment  of,  for  frame-lnreaking, 

ii<  453;   punishment  of  tat  slight  of- 

fenoes,  ii.  486. 

Debt,  imprisonment  of  King's  servants 
for,  their  protection  against,  L  no; 
public,  of  Scotland,  should  not  have 
been  united  to  that  of  England,  i.  i8j  ; 
Irish,  consolidation  of,  with  that  of 
Great  Britain,  ii  413. 

Debt,  National,  amount  of,  i.  399 ;  expe- 
diency of  lessening,  L  300 ;  increase  ot 
i.  307 ;  load  of^  in  1735,  £50,000,000,  a 
melancholy  prospect,  L  363;  princi- 
pally due  to  three  great  companies, 

i-435. 
Debtor,  imprisonment   of^   indefensible, 

ii.394- 
Debts,  the  King's  (Greorge  III),  dischsrge 

o^  iL  171 ;  propriety  of  making  r^ 

estates  liable  to,  ii.  487. 

Deby  Sing;  enormities  committed  by,  iL 

354- 
Declaration  (of  rights),  of  the  1 3th  of 

February,  some  of  its  particulars,  L  81 ; 

of  king  (George  III),  against  what 

addressed  in  1793,  11305;  character 

of,  in  lieu  of  tests,  iii.  33. 

Declarations  of  Charles  and  James,  poUcy 

o(  L  330. 

Democratic  element,  exorbitant  increase 

of,  iii.  86. 
Denmark,  treatment  of  in  1807,  ii.  386 ; 

attack  on,  criticised,  iL  390 ;  cession  of 

Norway  by,  ii.  476. 
Deputy  Speakers,  proposed  appointment 

of^iii.  411. 
Derby,  Earl  of,  his  alienation  of  estates, 

i.  33  pref. 
Desertion,  wilful,   what  should  be  the 

effect  of,  iiL  421. 
Deepotical  authority,  nothing  to  justify, 

in  1794,  ii.  358. 
Despots,  crowned,  of  Bussia  and  Prussiay 

iL  367. 
De  Tallagio  non  Conoedendo,  provisions 

of;  ii.  379. 
Dettingen,  behayiour  of  Hanoverians  at 

battle  of,  iL  38. 
Devon  Commission,  opinion  of,  iiL  397. 
Devon  peen^e,  precedent  in,  iiL  471. 
Dignity  of  a  Peer,  report  on,  cited,  iii.  407. 
Diocesan  courts,  system  of,  iii.  367. 
Diocesan  government,  necessary  to  Boman 

Catholics,  iii.  379. 
Disaffection,  dangers  of,  szoundleas,  ii.  a. 
Disarming  persons,  illegal  i.  6o« 


Discussion,  free,  of  government,  the  beii 
protection  of  Ub^ties,  and  undoabfced 
Inherent  right,  iL  384. 

Disfranchisement,  defined  and  described, 
iiL  97. 

Diroensing  power,  vote  against,  inoon- 
sistent  witii  grant  of  pardon  after  im- 
peachment, L  91 ;  direction  taken  by, 
L  180. 

Dissenters,  fidthfnlness  o^  L  61 ;  hew  to 
satisfy,  L  75 ;  and  Pi^iists,  dengn  of  to 
destroy  the  Churdi,  L  179;  impolicy 
of  penal  laws  on,  L  3 19  sqq. ;  in  Ire- 
land, no  test  from,  iL  376;  tolentioB 
^f  i^  455  ff  hateful  imputation  on,  m. 
1 6a. 

Dissentinff  seoty  cannot  justly  demand 
politicu  power,  iiL  6a. 

Dissolution,  motion  for  on  the  aoth  of 
November,  1675,  L  53  pr^ ;  t^kd  d, 
on  impeadmienta,  He.,  L  67  prat ;  of 
1807,  criticised,  iL  377. 

Distemper,  a  wish  that  one  may  be  oon- 
tagious,  iL  303. 

DistUiation,  prohibition  c£,  from  grain, 
policy  of,  iL  413 ;  of  srain  stopped,  and 
criticised,  iL  435 ;  lUicit,  provocatkm 
to,  iiL  341 ;  illicit^  in  Lrdand,  iiL  308 ; 
stimulants  to,  iii.  386. 

Distinction  and  humiliation,  marks  0^  to 
set  on  men  of  partioulariy  ill  efifeet, 

i.  73-  ^  . 

Distress,   manufacturing,  in   1810,  sad 

causes  o^  ii.  533;  public,  of  1833,11 

566;  duty  of  Parliament  to  enquire 

into  causes  of,  iiL  67. 

Dividend  of  Esst  In<^  Company,  regu- 
lation of,  iL  90,  96 ;  in  1810,  iL  431* 

Divorce,  novelty  in  case  of  Ladv  Ma^ 
desfield,  L  133;  first  proceeded  00  in 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  1. 138 ;  laws  per- 
mitting, not  hostile  to  morality,  ii.  34^  > 
debates  on,  at  Reformation,  and  aatbo* 
rities  on,  iiL  431 ;  authorisation  oC  s 
vine^tfo  matrimonii  objected  to,  iii* 

Divorce   and  Matrimonial  Causes  Bult 

criticised,  iii.  418  sqq. 
Divorce   Bills,   mode  of  dealing  witk, 

ii.  430. 
Divorce,  Court  oi^  will  be  aooassible  only 

to  rich,  iii.  436. 
Divorces,  Scotch,  jurisdiction  in,  iii.  75* 
Douglas,  Lady  Jane,  son  o^  ii.  09* 
Dramage,  how  taxation  for,  should  be 

raLsed,  iii.  80. 
Draina^  Bill,  IreUnd,  1843,  objeetioos 

to,  iii.  351. 
Drains  of  gold,  theory  of,  iL  503. 
Duchies  of  Cornwall  and  Lancaster,  reve- 
nues of,  may  be  anticipated  by  fis^  ^ 

180. 
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Dadaton  and  Kiag'a  Barton,  L  14  pi«£ 
Duff,  Major-Oeneral,  bis  order  in  1708, 

u.  318. 
Dumourier,    General,    enffagementi    of 

Prince  of  Cobnrg  with,  ii.  a6i. 
Dimbojne,  Lord,  refasal  of  cUmoroiis 

memben  of  Hoooe  of  Lords  to  bear, 

ni.475. 

Dondonald,  Earl  q(  case  oi;  preoedent 
in,  iii  450. 

Durham  and  London,  sees  of,  iii  418. 

Dutdi,  interests  o^  in  the  Treaty  of  Par- 
tition, L  147;  danger  to,  in  event  of 
war  with  Fnuioe,  iL  342. 

Dntofa  eoyemment,  negotiations  with, 
possible  (1781),  ii  307. 

DntieR,  in  Oanada,  how  appropriated, 
iii.  81 ;  difierential,  objection  to,  iii. 
351 ;  tendency  of  certain,  liL  381 ;  on 
com,  variable  scale  of,  iii  334. 

Dyer's  oases,  cited,  L  93. 

E. 

East  India  Bill,  history  and  character  of 
(1784),  ii.  315. 

East  India  Company,  hardships  on  by 
Montagu's  Bill,  i.  133;  dividend  on 
1767,  ii  89;  1768,  H.  96;  charter  of, 
violation  of,  ii  131  sqq. ;  objections  to 
BiU  regulating  affiiirs  of,  ii.  138  sqq. ; 
its  patronage,  ii.  324 ;  legality  of  their 
declaring  a  dividend  in  1810,  ii  431 ; 
financial  condition  of,  and  criticism  on 
BiU  of  1833.  iii  131. 

East  India  Declaratory  Bill,  1788,  criti- 
cism on,  ii  333  sqq. 

Eodeeiastical  Courts,  delay  and  expense 
of,  in.  aoo. 

Ecclesiastical  Judges,  origin  of  power  of, 
iii  ip3. 

Ecclesiastical  Titles  Act,   criticism  on, 

iii-  373  »qq. 

Edinburgh,  a  dass  of  banks  in,  privi- 
leged, iii.  333. 

Education  of  people,  in  the  hands  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  has  not  been 
effected,  iii  199. 

Vgmont  Port,  surrender  of,  ii  11  j. 

Eidon,  Lord,  his  obtaining  the  King's 
assent  to  an  Act  in  1804,  and  other 
ccmductk  ii.  445. 

Elections,  City  of  London,  regulation  of, 
i  359 ;  freedom  of,  imperified  by  nu* 
merous  revenue  officers  having  votes, 
i  436  ;  practices  at,  to  be  discouraged, 
i.  448 ;  freedom  o^  presence  of  troops 
impairs,  i  469. 

Elective  franchise  of  Befbrm  Bill,  un- 
equal, iii.  93. 

Eleetoral  system,  defects  of,  iii.  453. 

Electorate,  defence  of,  not  a  part  of  Eng- 
lish policy,  ii  53. 

Pp 


Electors,  what  their  interests  are,  and 
votes,  ii.  16 ;  injuiy  done  to,  and  remedy 
for,  H.  109. 

Emancipation  Act,  procedure  contrary  to 
roirit  of^  iii  IQO. 

Embankment  ox  Thames,  objections  to  a 
partial,  ii.  1x9. 

Emoluments,  sodal,  government  insti- 
tuted lor,  ii.  33. 

Emperor  of  Gfomany,  propriety  of  con- 
sulting in  relation  to  Partiticm  Treaty, 
i  146;  the.  Treaty  of  Seville  made 
without  the  consent  of,  i.  403 ;  treat- 
ment of;  in  1797,  ii.  303. 

Employment^  public,  plans  of  proposed, 

ii.  530« 
Encumbered  Estates  Act,  pledges  of,  iii. 

397- 
Enemy,  common,  of  Europe  described, 

ii    391  ;    public,    defimtion    of,    ii. 

256. 
England,  condition  o^  in  1798,  ii.  306 ; 

not  probably  neutral  in  contest  between 

France  and  Spam,  iii.  568. 
BngMsky  good,  and  good  sense,  certain 

phrasei  not,  i  97. 
Englishman,  every,  has  a  right  to  writ  of 

Habeas  Corpus,  ii.  63. 
Enlistment  for  life,  objections  to  (1808), 

ii.  400. 
Entails,  Scotch,  alteration  of,  1848,  iii 

349- 
Episcopal  Church,  Scotch,  territorial  tities 

of,  iii.  379. 

Equity,  a  case  not  reUevable  in,  should 
be  dismissed  by  Lords,  i  53  ;  redemp- 
tion o^  how  to  be  created,  i  33. 

Error,  right  of  writ  o^  i  83. 

Errore^^  time  given  for  atngtUng,  i  173. 

Established  Church,  essential  part  of  the 
constitntion,  iii.  3i ;  weakening  or 
injuring,  iii.  34;  theory  of,  incompa- 
tible with  repeal  of  Test  Acts,  iii  35 
sqq. ;  guarantees  for  in  Tests  Act,  iii. 

175. 
Established  Churches,  danger  to,  from 

Boman  CathoHc  relief^  iii  53. 

Establishment,  the,  origin  of;  i  75 ;  efiEects 
on  by  Boman  Cath<£c  relief,  iii  59. 

Estates,  dealing  with  by  Commons  action 
a  weakening  of  the  prince  and  of  legal 
security,  i  139. 

Estates  of  realm,  rights  of;  in  incapacity 
of  the  King,  ii.  433. 

Estates,  private,  Bills  for  settlings  prin- 
ciples <x^  i  171. 

Europe,  condition  of;  in  1734,  examined, 

i-  455- 
Europeans,   unrestrained    resort   of,   to 

India,  iii.  134. 

Evangelic  law,  rule  of,  in  marriage,  i 

»44- 
2 
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EvictioD,  Irish,  and  remedies  for  (1848), 
ill.  350. 

Evidence,  rules  of,  bow  observed  by 
Houses  in  legisUtive  capacity,  i.  351 ; 
public  has  a  right  to,  by  law,  ii.  25 ; 
admission  of^  on  a  general  and  remedial 
Bill,  inadmissible,  iiu  155  ;  any  rule  or 
form  excluding,  injurious,  iii.  186. 

Excbauger,  the  Kins  is  the  only,  i.  a8. 

Exchequer,  Cburt  of,  powers  of,  i.  136. 

Excise,  cruel  and  arbitraiy  methods  of^ 
i.  434;  extension  of,  dangerous  to 
public  liberty,  ii.  65 ;  Commissioners 
o^  in  capacity  of^  to  sit  in  Pariiament» 
i.  141 ;  officers  should  not  have  votes, 
i.  424  sqq. 

Excise  Bill,  Walpole's,  i  439  pref. 

Exclusion  Bill,  rejected  on  first  reading, 
i.  61  pref. 

Expediency,  considerations  of,  iii.  100. 

Expedition  of  1693,  opinion  of  Europe 
concerning  it,  i.  1 14. 

Expenditure,  weight  of,  in  1837,  i^*  ^^* 

Exportation  of  coin  and  bullion,  cause  of, 
i.  27. 

Ex  poit  fadio  regulation,  impropriety  of, 
iii.  311. 

Expulsion,  no  inference  to  incapacity 
&om,  ii.  loa.  • 

Expunging,  practice  of,  criticised,  i.  395 ; 
justification  of^  i  306-308. 

Extortions  of  Macclesfield,  called  com- 
pliments, i.  375. 

F. 

Factions,  origin  of,  i.  54. 

Factoiy  Bill,  provisions  of,  criticised,  iii. 

374  sqq. 
Factories    Bill   of  1847    criticised,    iii. 

336. 
Fagg,  Sir  J.,  case  of,  i.  49  pref.;  i. ^3 

pref.,  i.  53. 
Falkland  Islands,  attack  on,  ii.  113  sqq. 
Family,  royal,  marriages  of,  ii.  125. 
Famine,  attempt  to  coerce  America  by, 

ii.  155- 
Felony,  pardon  of,  bv  5  Anne,  ii.  35 ; 

penalties  of,  for  libel,  ii.  515. 
Females,   contribute  to  poor  rate,  and 

have  no  franchise,  iii.  104. 
Fenwick,  Sir  John,  case  and  trial  of,  i. 

138  pre£  \  case  of,  how  a  precedent,  i. 

ass- 
Field  Gardens  Bill,  the,  criticised,  lit 

309- 
Finance,  system  of,  endangered  by  war, 

ii.  344 ;   committee  o^  its  labours,  ii. 

383,  383. 

Financial   policy  of  1734,   discussed,  i. 

459- 
Fine,  extinguishing  of  honour  by,  i.  50, 

57. 


fines,  Lady  Mary  Powell's,  L  17  pre! ; 
legal  efiects  o^  L  18,  19;  peculiar 
security  by,  i  30;  of  Earl  of  Derby's 
estate,  i.  33. 

First  fruits,  tax  in  lieu  of,  iiL  1 14. 

Fisheries,  Irish,  legislation  on,  iiL  351. 

Fishery  of  New  England,  hdd  by  Charier, 

ii.  155- 
Fitzharris,  Edward,  case  of;  L  65  pre!.; 

his  offences  notorious,  i.  66. 
fltzwilliam.  Earl,  removal  of,  in  I79<, 

criticised,   ii.   373   sqq.;   his  personal 

protest,  ii.  380  sqq. ;  information  o^  on 

the  County  of  Tork,  ii.  533. 
Flandfflv,  army  in,  assembling  of;  in  1 743, 

ii.  38. 
Food,  no  duty  of  government  to  provide, 

iii.  334;    abundance  of,  a  great  and 

important  object,   ii.  435 ;    effects  of 

restricting  supply  o^  iiL  338. 
Forces,  land,  should  not  be  employed  fac 

suppression    of   revenue   oflfences,  iiL 

401. 
Foreigners,  a  bill  to  render  them  inca- 
pable of  taxing,  L  167;  commissions 

given  to,  ii.  55;   exemption  of,  fr<Mn 

income  tax,  ii.  353. 
Foreign  commodities,  use  and  esteem  oi; 

L  37. 
Foreign  com,  high  duties  on,  mischievoas 

effects  o^  iii.  31. 
Foreign    interests,  undue    influence   o^ 

mischievous,  ii.  45. 
Foreign  loans,  effects  of,   on   currency, 

ii.  501. 
Foreign  troops,  maintenance  o(  in  KngliA 

pay,  objections  to,  i.  414. 
Forfeited  estates,  act  of  (4  Geo.  cap.  8), 

criticised,  i.  347. 
Forfeiture,  law  01^  criticised,  iL  578. 
Forfeitures  of  171 6,  criticisms  on,  L  331 ; 

Scotch,  settlement  of,  i.  188. 
Forgery,  a  crime  of  human  institntion, 

iiL  76. 
Forts  and  militia,  wish  of  Parliament  to 

control,  i.  10. 
Founder,  will  of,  respect  for,  iii.  33a. 
Founders  of  charities,  intentions  o^  iiL 

369. 
Fox,  Judge,  case  of,  ii.  356  pret ;  conduct 

oi  ii.  375. 

Fox,  Mr.,  on  tacks,  iiL  448. 

France,  ikt  promise$  of,  no  security,  L 
311  ;  imitation  of  customs  of,  inex- 
pedient, L  366;  goverament  o^  and 
cost  of  its  army,  ii.  4;  feelings  oC 
towards  England  in  1793,  ii.  341 ; 
character  of  its  former  government, 
ii.  343 ;  English  government  should 
have  abstain^  from  interference  with 
internal  affiurs  o^  ii.  260;  armies  oi, 
obliged    to    evacuate     Holland    and 
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Flanders  in  1793,  ii.  261 ;  government 
o^  described  as  miscreantSy  assuming 
the  name  of  philosophers,  hy  the  Eng- 
lish ambaseador  at  the  Hague,  &c^ 
iL  a6i ;  'no  expense  to  be  spared  for 
restoring  the  monarchy  of/  criticised, 
ii.  267 ;  negotiations  with,  in  1794,  a 
perpetual  bar  to,  ii.  173 ;  restoration 
of  ancient  government  in,  why  expe- 
dient, ii.  293 ;  opinion  of,  in  1797,  and 
means  taken  to  repress,  ii.  304 ; 
l^vemment  of^  guaranty  of,  in  18 16, 
li  485 ;  opportunity  of  negotiating 
with,  in  1813,  ii.  473;  designs  of,  in 
1833,  ii.  567. 

Franchise,  elective,  nature  of,  iiL  381 ; 
parliamentary,  a  trust,  iii.  71  ;  of 
freemen,  its  character,  iii.  160. 

Franchises,  importance  of,  of  dty,  i.  361 ; 
deprivation  of,  by  Parliament,  ii.  53 ; 
destruction  o^  unconstitutional,  iii.  63 ; 
pariiamentunr,  a  properly,  iii.  90. 

Freedom  of  Biections  Bill,  its  r^ection, 
and  critieum  thereon^  i.  393  sqq. 

Freedom  of  press,  invasion  of,  in  1819, 

ii.  5'5' 
Freeholders,  Irish,  extinction  of,  iii.  64 ; 

qualification  of,  iii.  65 ;  how  dealt  with, 

ui.  73. 
Freemltsons,    mischievous    character    of 

society  of,  ii.  327. 
Freemen,  preservation    of   rights   of,   a 

misappreoension,  iii.  160. 
Free  trade,  principles  of,  iii.  33  r. 
French  government  in  1 796,  language  of, 

ii.  394. 
French   population    of  Lower    Canada, 

franchise  of,  iii.  184. 
Frenzy  of  virtue,  a  character  of  sound- 
ness, rather  than  symptom  of  insanity, 

ii.  303. 
Frivolous  defence.   Bill  for   preventing, 

criticised,  iii.  404. 

G. 

GhkUeons,  property  in,  i.  393. 
Crallway,  £!arl  of,  censure  on,  i.  199. 
Gaols,   English,  state  of,  i.    395  pref. ; 

prerogative  of  crown  in  relation  to, 

ii.  497. 
Gas-light  Company,  condition  of,  in  18 16, 

ii.  493. 
General  rule,  inexpedient  for  the  House 

of  Lords  to  make  as  a  court,  i.  117. 
George    II,   descendants    of,   in    Royal 

Marriage  Act,  a  wide  term,  ii.  135. 
George  of  Denmark,  grants  to,  not  laid 

before  the  House,  i.  164 ;  act  on  be- 
half of,  i.  163  pref. 
Germain,  Lord  George,  case  o(  ii.  an 

pref. 


Grermany,  war  carried  on  by  England  in, 

ii.  64. 
Gibraltar,  occupation    of^  i.   391   pref.; 

losses  at,  i.  490;   bay  of,  lost  under 

Walpole,  ii.  11. 
Gibraltar  and  Minorca,  preservation  of,  i. 

385 ;  no  security  given  for  in  Treaty  of 

Seville,  i.  403. 
Gin  Act  of  1737,  preamble  of^  U.  33. 
Gin  Bill  of  1743  denounced  by  bishops, 

iii.  436. 

Gk>dolphin,  Earl,  introduced  the  custom 
of  the  Address  being  the  echo  of  the 
Speech,  i.  487. 

Goodman,  information  of,  in  Fenwick's 
trial,  his  worthlessnees,  i.  1 28. 

Gold,  attempt  to  pay  in,  inexpedient  and 
delusive,  iii.  6. 

Gold  and  silver,  proportionate  value  of, 
ii.  504. 

Gold  discoveries,  effects  of,  iii.  416. 

Go8ford,  Earl  of,  despatch  of^  iii.  183. 

Government,  the  arraignments  and  scan- 
dal of^  i.  69 ;  administration  by  Walpole, 
and  effects,  ii.  33 ;  the,  of  1 793,  brought 
about  the  rupture  with  France,  ii.  243  ; 
security  of,  in  what,  ii.  284 ;  Executive, 
mskj  grant  licenses  to  persons  whom  it 
may  wish  to  influence,  ii.  406 ;  func- 
tion of,  not  to  supply  food,  iii.  334  ; 
a  free,  when  absolute  powers  should  be 
given  to,  i.  300. 

Government  of  India  Bill  (1858),  criti- 
cised, iii.  433. 

Govemor-Creneral  of  India,  creation  of 
office  of,  iii.  133. 

Grace,  Act  of^  its  difference  from  Act  of 
Indemnity,  i.  103. 

Gracious  expressions  in  King's  Speech,  i. 

43- 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  duties  imposed 

on,  in  1837,  iii.  173. 
Graham,  Esther,  marriage  of,  to  Millis, 

iii.  363. 
Grain,  production  of,  peculiarities  of,  iii. 

37 ;  scarcity  of,  policy  to  prevent  ii. 

418 ;  bounties  on,  effects  of,  ii.  47  7> 
Grants  under  Great  Seal,  i.  35  ;  right  to 

nuhke,  in  the  Crown,  i.  141. 
Granville,  Lord,  interests  o^  in  the  Earl 

of  Bath's  estate,  i.  171. 
Grattan,  Mr.,  confidence  in,   has  been 

imputed  blame  to  Lord  Fitzwilliam,— 

a   distinguished   person,   ii.    374 ;    his 

proposed  Catholic  Relief  Bill,  ii.  376; 

relations  of,  to  Lord  Fitzwilliam,  ii. 

379. 
Great  Britain,  combinations  against,  in 

1737,  i.  387  ;  interest  o^  to  remain  at 

peace  with  France,  ii.  241. 
Groece,  war  of  independence  of,  papers 

on,  iii.  44. 
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Growth  of  Schum  Bill,  pMMge  (^  L  ai8 

pre£ 
Gkutfdian,  mother  a  proper,  tii.  i88. 
Guilty,  or  Not  Guilty,  objectiooB  to  this 

form  of  votmg  on  Sibcheverell«  L  197. 
Guineai^  price  ot,  objectioiis  to,  i.  137. 

H. 

Habeas  Corpus  Act,  efiect  of,  in  case  ci 
Peers,  L  93 ;  proposed  suspensioo  of, 
in  1 716,  i.  337  ;  su^ension  of,  in  1733, 
i.  309 ;  defidenciee  of  remedy  by,  in 
Scotland,  i«  474  sqq. ;  defects  of,  ii.  59, 
60  sqq. ;  refusal  to  pay  obedienoe  to» 
ii.  69  ;  eflfect  of  suspension  of,  in  1795) 
iL  370;  its  suspension  in  1709  criticised, 
ii.   323;    suspension   of,  in   1801,  ii. 

349- 
Haddock,  Bear-Admiral,  his  courage  and 

abilities,  i.  493;  his  infi>nnation  as  to 

Spanish  designs,  iL  31. 
Hale  and  Slinky,  case  of^  i.  49. 
Hale,  Sir  Matthew,  his  theory  of  capital 

punishment,  iii.  77. 
Hanover,  Elector   o^  his  right  to  use 

forces  in  Grermany,  ii.  39. 
Hanover,  Electorate  ot,  relieved  at  the 

cost  of  England,  ii.  30 ;  no  wish  to  get 

assistance  from,  ii.  53. 
Hanover,  Treaty  of,  i.  380  preil ;  effects 

of.  i.  394. 
Hanover,  troops  of,  em|doyment  o(  in 

England,  improper,  ii.  47. 
Hanoverians,    taking   of^    into    English 

service,  ii.  38 ;    inexpediency  of  keep* 

ing  16,000,  IL  35  ;  use  o^  as  troops,  ii. 

38  sqq. 
Hardiuge,  Viscount,  his  information,  iii. 

398. 
Hardwicke,  Lord,  his  Act  of  1753,  iii 

365. 

Has^igs,  Warren,  impeachment  o^  the 
form  of  procedure  criticised,  ii.  319 
sqq. ;  trial  ot,  a  witness  at,  iL  354. 

Ha  warden,  sale  of  manor  o^  i.  33. 

Heberden,  Dr.,  evidence  ol^  as  to  King's 
illness,  iL  444. 

Heir  apparent,  Dachies  of  Lancaster  and 
GomwaU  believed  to  be  given  for,  iiL 
180. 

Heir  presumptive,  residence  o(  in  Eng- 
land, advantageous,  L  174,175. 

Heralds,  not  allowed,  in  the  peerage  case 
of  WiUoughby  de  Broke,  to  give 
evidence,  i.  117. 

Heritable  jurisdictions,  in  Scotland,  ii. 
49  pref. ;  intrusions  on,  by  justices, 
effect  of^  i.  185 ;  pecuniary  compensa- 
tion for,  iii.  64;  compensation  for,  a 
precedent,  iii.  10 1. 

Hervey,  Elizabeth,  case  o(  i.  68  pret 


Hesse,  Landgrave  ot  treaties  conebded 

with,  ii.  54. 
Hesse  Caasel,  Landgrave  d,  treai^  eon* 

duded  witii,  in  1793,  ii.  361. 
High  Court  of  Justipe  Bill,  objectuos  to, 

iiL  477. 
Highlanders,  disarming  o^  L  368. 
Hill  and  Hotham,  regiments  oC  L  303. 
Hobbs,  Mr.,  evidence  o£,  in  relatioB  to 

Lord  Normanby,  L  I30. 
Holland,    proteetant    republic    o(    tto 

character,  iL  306. 
Holt,  Sir  John,  Chief  Jostioe,  lus  opmoa 

on  the  punishment  of  Oates,  l  81; 

questioned  by  House  of  Lords,  169a, 

iL  470. 
Honour,  extinguishing  of,  by  fine,  L  56. 
Hood,  Lord,  his  dedaration  at  Tookn, 

iL  361. 
Houston,  Sir  Nicholas,  act  ot  L  51 

pre! 
Houses,  the  unneceasaiy  asstimptinii  of 

powers  by,  ii.  337. 
House  of  Commons ;  sse  Commons,  Home 

of: 
House  of  Lords,  see  Lords,  House  o£> 
Houses  of  Parliament,  breadi  betveen. 

In  1675,  i.  54;  prooedent  o^  in  I7^> 

iL  438 ;  duty  o^  as  regards  witnesMi, 

iiL  304  sqq. ;  strict  union  o^  necesniy, 

L    106;    miBunderstaoding    between, 

dangerous,  L  30. 
Hungary,  Queen  d,  negotiations  witli, 

ii.  19;  should  have  been  ansted  bj 

money,  ii.  39 ;  alliance  with,  iL  $$. 
Hunt,  Mr.,  an  Oxford  ironmonger,  his 

windows  broken,  i  335. 

1. 

Impeachment,  right  o^  in  House  of  Com- 
mons, L  35  ;  general,  its  consequeneei, 
i.  38 ;  undoubted  right  in  all  ages  of 
Ccmimons,  and  is  at  an  i^>peal  of  the 
people,  L  65  ;  pardon  alter,  why  not 
to  be  granted,  as  in  an  i^ipeal,  L  90; 
rights  of  Commons  at  an,  L  153; 
procedure  in,  L  330;  precedents  is 
(Melville*s  case),  iL  363  sqq.;  of 
Macclesfield,  its  nature^  L  365,  366; 
pardon  not  pleadable  to,  i.  373;  doty 
of  Lords  in  case  o^  L  3^6;  duration 
o^  after  a  dissolution  criticised  ^i790> 
ii.  333 ;  trials  by,  principles  <^  11  354 ; 
by  House  of  Commons,  the  Queen  said 
not  a  proper  subject  o^  ii.  533 ;  if  * 
possible  course,  should  not  be  antici- 
pated by  Bill,  ii.  535. 

Impeachments,  interference  of  lords  with, 
L  13;  continuance  ol^  rule  as  to, 
reversed,  L  67 ;  futmre,  «iay  6<  <^ 
appointed  by  couth  in  1701,  L  157  i 
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note  of  charges  sobstantiatiDg,  i.  190; 

Precedents  0^  i.  19a. 
Impotenqj,  great  age  no  oonclnsiye  proof 

ot  ii  463. 
Imprisonment,  of  a  peer,  how  it  should  be 

justiSed,  i.  315 ;  for  debt,  objectioDs  to, 

"•  394.  395- 
Impressment  of  seamen,  critioiEans  on,  ii. 

192. 
Inoapacity,  always  inflicted  on  guilt  like 

that  of  Macclesfield,  i.  373. 
Income  tax,  of  Pitt  (1791)  criticised,  ii. 

308  ;  objections  to,  iii.  241  sqq. ;  effects 

o(  iU.  386. 
Indemnity,  Act  of,  its  difference  firtnn  Act 

ofGraoe,  i.  loa. 
Indemnity  Bill  of  1794,  why  necessary 

for  the  goyemment,  ii  357. 
Indemnity,  Bill  of;  nature  o^  ii.  379 ;  in 

18 1 8,  cnticised,  ii.  499. 
Ind^nnity,  Bills  of;  a  sufficient  relief,  iii. 

Indenmity  and  obliyion.  Act  oi^  a  trench- 
ing on,  L  33. 
Indenmity  of  witnesses,  precedents  for,  iL 

India,  government  o^  regulation  of;  in 
1813,  criticised,  ii.  471,  474;  naUves 
of;  eligibility  o^  to  office,  iii  393 ; 
government  of.  Bill  of  1853  criticised, 
iii.  389. 

India  stock,  proprieton  of;  pockets  of; 
ii.  433. 

Indictment,  copy  of;  should  contain 
names  of  witnesses,  i  187. 

Indies,  West,  effects  on,  by  partial  sus- 
pension of  navigation  laws  in  1806, 
ii.  360. 

Indiiodnal,  exemption  granted  to,  in  a 
divorce  bill,  iii.  143. 

Industrious  classes,  should  be  represented 
in  House  of  Commons,  iii  314. 

Industry,  native,  protection  o^  iii  313. 

Influence,  all,  on  parliament,  improper,  i. 
409. 

Innovations,  action  of  Lords  on,  i  5 
prefl 

Inquisition  of  Rome,  spirit  o^  iii.  177. 

Inquisitio  post  mortem,  in  case  of  first 
Earl  of  Banbury,  ii.  464. 

Instructions,  asked  for  and  refused,  a 
novelty,  i  359;  to  generals  and 
admirals  should  be  communicated  to 
the  Lords,  i  490. 

Insurrecticm  in  America,  cases  of,  ii.  83. 

Ireland,  restraints  on  trade  of;  mis- 
chievous, ir  38 ;  council-board  of,  decree 
o^  i  50 ;  troops  from,  4n  i6Jpam«^  ttar, 
i.    305;    mischief    of    extending   the 

Sowth  of  Schism  Bill,  i.  320;   Lord 
eutenant  of;  removal    o^  in   I795t 
criticised,  ii.  373  sqq.;   true  policy  of 


managing,  ii  380 ;  state  of ,  in  1 798,  ii, 
313  ;  events  in,  and  conduct  of  govern- 
ment in,  1798,  ii  317;  commons  of^ 
hostile  to  the  union  project,  ii  333; 
Coercion  Bill  of  1807  criticised,  ii 
381 ;  Roman  Catholic  petition  o^  in 
1808,  ii.  409;  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment of;  in  1789,  address  ci,  ii  439 ; 
magistrates  o^  Wellesley  Pole's  letter 
to,  ii  447 ;  irritation  in,  by  search  for 
arms,  ii.  517;  dissatisfaction  of  Court 
of  Exchequer  in,  at  the  Bill  of  1831,  ii 
553 ;  coercion  acts  in,  criticised,  ii. 
571 ;  distress  of,  in  1838,  iii.  29 ; 
agricultural  interest  o^  iii.  31 ;  will 
not  be  tranquillised  by  Roman  Catholic 
relief;  iii.  55;  effects  of  weakening 
Protestant  interests  in,  iii.  56;  union 
with,  effect  on  peers  and  boroughs  of, 
iii  73 ;  Estabfished  Church  of,  im- 
perilled by  Refonn  Bill,  iii.  107  ;  dergy 
o^  their  mints,  iii.  133  ;  dissatisfEiction 
o^  at  miniflterial  changes  of  1835,  iii. 
153  ;  necessity  of  corporate  refonn  in, 
iii.  163;  corporations  of,  policy  of 
destroying,  iii  165 ;  taxation  of;  for 
destitute  poor,  iii.  185 ;  Church  in, 
more  wealthy  than  in  England,  iii 
300;  hostility  of,  to  new  government 
of  1 84 1,  iii.  336 ;  discontents  of,  in 
1844,  iii.  361 ;  Land  Act  of;  1845,  iii. 
367 ;  Protestant  Church  of,  danger  of, 
iii.  391 ;  poUoe  of,  chaige  o^  iii.  323 ; 
poor  law  relief  in,  iii.  330  sqa. ;  fisheries 
in,  iii.  351  ;  inspectors  of  nsheries  in, 
duties  of,  iii.  352;  Poor  Law  in, 
criticised,  iii.  355  sqq. ;  Parliamentary 
Voters  Bill,  iii.  370  ;  criminal  jurisdic- 
tion in  (1850),  iii.  371 ;  illicit  distilla- 
tion in,  iii.  386;  bmdlord  and  tenant 
in,  iii.  396 ;  employment  of  constabulaiy 
in,  iii.  398;  Bank  o(  restrictions  on 
lending  powers  of,  iii.  437 ;  refiresh- 
ment  houses,  bill  for,  criticised,  iii. 
440 ;  Tenure  of  Land  Bill  criticised, 
iii.  443  ;  admiralty  court,  judge  of,  iii. 
469 ;  courts  of,  change  in,  criticised, 
iii.  470;  disestablishment  of  Church 
in,  iii.  473;  approves  of  the  Lords  as 
court  of  appeal,  iii.  487  sqq. 

Irish  Bench,  suspension  of  execution  of, 
i  43  prefl 

Irish  cattle,  importation  o(  no  nuisance, 
i  33 ;  restraint  on  importation  of;  un- 
just, i  28. 

Insh  Church  Bill,  criticism  o^  iii.  473, 
473  i  objections  to  refusing  amendments 
on,  iii.  475. 

Irish  Church  Temporalitiee  Bill,  criticism 
of,  iii  1 30. 

Irish  dergy,  should  have  been  synodicaHy 
assembled,  iii.  465. 
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Iriflh  EsUtes,  resumption  of,  a  neoeasity, 

i.  141. 
Irish  Land  Bill,  objections  to,  iii.  478  sqq., 

481. 

Irish  Marriage  Acts,  character  of,  iii. 

156. 
Irishmen,  treatment  of,  in  1798,  ii.  316. 
Irish  soldiers,  grievance  of,  i.  4. 
Irish  Valuation  Act  criticised,  iiL  395. 
Island,  an,  adyantages  of,  ii.  3 ;  has  no 

occasion  for  numl^r  of  troops,  i.  421. 
Issues  of  Bank  of  Ireland  in  1808,  iL 

411. 


J. 

Jamaica,  treatment  of,  in  1839,  iii.  198. 

James,  King,  horrid  action  o^  l  94 ;  policy 
of,  i.  180. 

Jacobite  party,  was  not  held  a  reason  for 
arbitrary  government,  ii.  259. 

Jesuits'  bark,  prohibition  of  export  of, 
comments  on,  ii.  403. 

Jew,  rights  of  a,  iii.  126. 

Job,  one  day's,  the  value  of,  ii.  203. 

John,  King,  grant  of,  to  Vipont,  iii.  366. 

Joint  Stock  Companies,  interference  with, 
erroneous,  iii.  322 ;  trading  o^  criti- 
cised, iiL  415. 

Judge,  reference  to,  in  case  of  pardon, 
objections  to,  iii.  203. 

Judges,  propriety  of  hearing,  i.  12 ;  power 
given  to,  dangerous,  i.  33;  in  West- 
minster Hall,  were  profligate  wretches, 
i.  86 ;  behaviour  of,  at  the  trial  of  par- 
ties for  the  Lancashire  plot,  L  116; 
great  latitude  left  in,  in  the  Union  with 
Scotland,  i.  183 ;  consultation  of,  proper 
process  of,  ii.  232  ;  bench  of,  have  no 
daim  to  increase  of  salary,  and  why, 
ii.  328  ;  position  of,  under  Act  of  Set- 
tlement, ii.  356;  liabilities  of,  ii  374; 
should  be  consulted  as  to  the  legality 
of  the  East  India  Ck)mpany  declaring  a 
dividend  in  1810,  ii.  431  ;  transfer  of, 
in  new  court  of  appeal  inexpedient, 
iii.  492. 

Judgment,  in  Oates'  case  barbarous,  in- 
human and  unchristian,  i.  80. 

Judgments  of  the  Lords  should  not  be 
reviewed,  i.  125. 

Judicature,  the  Lords  a  court  of,  in  im- 
peachments, i.  13 ;  entirely  in  the 
Lords,  i.  37;  belongs  to  Lords  solely, 
i.  49 ;  of  Lords,  a  Bill,  a  concession  of, 
to  Commons,  i.  350 ;  Lord  Macclesfield 
should  not  sit  in,  i.  380. 

Juries,  use  of,  laid  aside  in  Bills  of  Pains 
and  Penalties,  i.  336 ;  incapacity  of,  in 
libel  cases,  ii.  240 ;  conduct  of,  in  1 794, 
ii.  270;  rights  o^  annihilated  by  judi- 
cial usurpation,  ii.  529. 


Jurisdiction,  assumption  of,  by  Lords^  in 

an  original  cause,  L  166. 
Jurisdictions   in    Scotland,  abolition  o£ 

unpopular,  ii.  50. 
Jury,  packed  and  corrupt  in  case  of  Oates, 

L  85 ;  rights  of,  in  cases  of  libel,  iL 

234;  tri^  by,  in  civil  cases  in  Soollaod. 

iiL  73. 
Juryman,  qualification  of^  L  189. 
Justice,   administration   of,  aSected  by 

compulsory  production  of  correspond- 

enoe,   iL  530 ;   administration   ot,  in 

Lower  Canada,  iii.  81. 
Justice,  Lord  Chief,  should  not  be  a  poH- 

tioal  functionary,  iii.  173. 
Justices  of  Peace,  great  power  given  to, 

i-  477- 
Justices  of  Peace,  Scotland,  powen  of, 

i.  185. 

Justiciary,   privilege  of  peerage,^  L  39 ; 

courts  of^  in  Scotland,  introsion   on« 

L  188. 

K. 

Kelleram,  evidence  of,  on  trial  of  Hastings, 
ii.  254. 

Kelly,  G^eorge,  his  relation  to  Atterbury, 
i.  339 ;  his  employment  by  Atterbury, 
i.  347 ;  and  the  letters  of  the  20th  of 
April,  1722,  L  35a.  354« 

Kent,  Eari  of,  Act  of  Charles  II  relatiiig 
to,  L  118. 

Kent,  Earl  of,  Hubert  de  Burgh,  his 
ofience,  i.  378. 

Kent,  Duchess  of,  provision  for,  iii.  174. 

Keppel,  Admiral,  his  conduct,  and  ooort- 
martial  on  him,  ii.  183. 

Eling,  power  of^  to  dispose  of  moners, 
i.  25 ;  the  only  exchanger  of  money  by 
law,  i.  28 ;  a  Bill  to  nuUce  him  a  party 
in  a  private  case,  i.  58 ;  the  head  <^ 
Parliament,  i.  iii;  to  addrem  (m  a 
9utject  not  brfore  the  House  indecaUt 
i.  151;  statement  that  marriages  of 
royal  family  are  entrusted  to,  absurd 
and  unconstitutional,  iL  125;  no  pro- 
vision against  the  improvident  mar- 
riage of,  ii.  127;  assent  of^  form  oC 
u*  437 ;  violating  a  sacred  oath,  iiL 
123. 

King  (Charles  I),  an  enoouragement  to, 
L  13 ;  how  his  person  should  be  dis- 
posed of,  i.  14 ;  and  Scotch  army,  L  14 
pref. 

King  (Charles  II),  thanks  to,  L  43. 

King  (George  I),  security  t>f^  in  what, 

i.  324- 
King's  assent,  necessity  for,  in  Acts,  iL 

226. 

King's  Bench,  records  o(  bearing  o^  on 

Stafford's  trial,  i.  69 ;  illegal  sentenoe 
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of,  in  case  of  Ofttes,  i.  80 ;  judges  of» 
how  tbej  should  have  been  dealt  with, 
i.  112;  judgment  of,  bow  reversible, 
ii.  469. 
King's  Burton  and  Dudston,  i.  35  pref.  ' 
KinnouU,  Earl  of,  his  alleged  complicity 

with  Atterbury,  i.  325. 
KnoUys,  Nicholas,  his  paternity,  ii.  457* 
Knollys,  William,  peerage  of  Banbury 
created  for,  ii.  455. 


Labourer,  agricultural,  injured  by  remis- 
sion of  duties  on  com,  iii.  239, 
Laity,  a  part  of  the  Church,  and  have 

powers  to  meddle  in  matters  of  religion, 

1.  76. 
Land,  taxes  on  owners  and  occupiers  of, 

iii.  31 ;   taxes  on,  to  be  repealed,  iii. 

240. 
Lands  and  tenements,  dispossession  from, 

how  legal,  i.  ao. 
Landed  interest,  injured  by  the  Militia 

Act  of  1790,  ii.  333;  influence  of,  de- 
struction off  by  Act  of  1832,  iii  92. 
Landed  interests,  great  and  constitutional, 

&C.,  ii.  311. 
Landed  property,  just  influence  of,  in 

county  elections,  iii.  99. 
Landholders,  Irish,  their  dependence  on 

sale  of  oats,  iii.  239. 
Landlord  and  tenant,  in  Ireland,  iii  396. 
Land-tax,  Scotch  quota,  too  ^fmall,  i  180 ; 

the  perpetual,  criticised,  ii  310. 
Law,  ex  post  fcKto,  irregularity  o^  i  341 ; 

object  o^  iii.  32. 
Law  Courts,  new,  site  of,  criticised,  iii. 

455 ;  scheme  o^  criticised,  iii.  456  8q<^. 
Law  of  Nations,  efPect  of  violating,  ii. 

1 79 ;  suggested  hostilities  to  the  Dutch 

in  1781,  unwarranted  by,  ii.  205. 
Law,   point  of^   expediency  of   hearing 

judges  on,  i.  1 2 ;  no  defect  in,  in  Staf^ 

ford's  trial,  i  70. 
Law  or  statute,  always  by  three  branches 

of  Legislature,  ii.  438. 
Laws  of  England,  in  Scotland,  i.  188. 
Layer,  Christopher,  case  of,  i.  314. 
Lay  hands,  authority  of  clergy  derived 

from,  i.  76. 
Lazarets,  power  of  removing  to,  criticised, 

i.  265. 
Learning,  eflects  of  licensing  system  on, 

i  109. 
Leeds,  Mayor  of,  on  distress  of  18 19, 

ii.  5^3* 
Legal  tender,  danger  of^  iii.  138. 
L^al  title,  should  not  be  taxed  by  Bill, 

i59. 
Legislation,  permanent,  under  temporary 

emeigendes,  criticised,  iii.  327. 


Legislature,  duty  of,  in  relation  to  morals 

of  the  people,  ii.  33  ;  assent  of  three 

branches  of,  essential  to  a  valid  act, 

ii.  437 ;  duty  of^  in  criminal  legislatioo, 

ii.454. 
Letter  of  Mr.  Ashbumham  deciphered, 

i.  16. 
Letters  of  Atterbury,   proof  ot  i  339; 

written  by  Kelly,  i  348 ;  detention  and 

opening  of,  iii.  287. 
Libel,  law  of,  not  a  breach  of  the  peace, 

ii.  70  ;  rights  of  jury  in,  ii.  234  ;  cases 

of,  incapacity  of  juries  on,  ii.  240 ;  law 

of(i8i9),  "•  515- 
Libel  Act,  state  of  things  before,  ii.  529. 
Libellous  matter,  publication  of,  iii.  213. 
Libels,  of  the  press,  nature  of,  iii.  79; 

crime  of  publishing  unlawful,  ii.  518; 

Bill  for  blasphemous  and  seditious,  ii. 

520. 
'Liberal  and  c<Hnprehensive,'  objections 

to,  iii.  112. 
Liberties,  civil  and  religious,  connected 

with  Christian  religion,  iii.  139. 
Liberty  of  subject,  violated  in  Wilkes* 

case,  ii.  72. 
'Licensed  ministers,' ambiguity  of,  iii.  150. 
Licenser,  office  of,  i.  109. 
Licenses,  objection  to  granting  power  of^ 

to  Crown,  ii.  404. 
Licensing  system,  a  mischief,  iii.  435. 
Lieutenancies,  removal  from,  of-  certain 

Lords,  ii.  200. 
Lieutenant,   Lord,  report   of,    in   1834, 

iii  142. 
life,  peerages  for,  attempt  to  create  by 

Bill,  iii.  413. 
Life,  peers  for,  Bill  to  create,  criticised, 

iii.  410. 
Lights,  denial  of  papers,  a  denial  o(  i. 

495- 
Lilly,  Mr.,  evidence  of^  in  relation  to  Lord 

Normanby,  i.  1 20. 

Limitations,  statutes  of,  reason  for  enact- 
ing, ii.  465. 

Limited  liability,  privilege  of^  criticised, 
iii.  413  sqq. ;  Bill,  poUcy  of  pressing, 
iii.  405. 

Limited  service,  origin  of^  and  failure  of, 

iii.  334- 
Limited  term  of  service,  advantages  of 

(1808),  stated,  ii.  400. 

Liquors,  poisonous,  sale  of,  ii.  53. 

Liturgy,  barely  of  human  constitution, 

i.  76- 
Loan,  of  178 1,  criticised,  ii.  3o8  sqq.;  of 

1855,111.402. 
Loans,  mode  of  raising  bad,  ii.  67  ;  charge 

ing  on  war  taxes,  effects  of,  ii  433. 
Local  taxation  of  Ireland,  estimate  of, 

iii,  359^ 
Loftus,  viscount,  case  of,  i.  49  pref. 
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London,  city  oC  revenal  of  9110  varramio 
judgment  against,  i.  09;  its  conduct 
in  deoticmB,  i.  251  pref. ;  refused  leave 
to  petition,  i.  363  (see  also  L  167); 
Elections  Bill,  i.  357  pret ;  its  fran- 
chises, importance  of,  i.  361  ;  petition 
of  C<mmion  Council  o^  in  1008,  ii. 
407. 

Ixmdon  and  Durham,  sees  o^  iii  418. 

London,  fire  of^  effects  of,  i.  3  a  pref. 

Lord,  no,  to  go  to  House  oi  Commons, 

ii.  356- 

Lord  Chancellor  (Macclesfield),  his  affront 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  i.  189. 

Lord  High  Admiral,  powers  of,  under 
a  and  3  Victoria,  cap.  57,  iii  ao5  sqq. 

Lord  Mayor,  of  London,  powers  giyen  to^ 
exorbitant  and  excessive,  i.  34 ;  barge 
of,  license  of^  i.  30a ;  powers  o^  aug- 
mented, i.  36  a. 

Lord  of  Parliament,  when  impeached, 
order  as  to  place  of^  i.  155  pref. ;  has  a 
right  to  protection,  i.  333. 

Lords,  a  judgment  of,  shaken,  i.  50 ;  no 
new  oath  to  be  imposed  on,  i.  161 ; 
judicial  powers  of,  affected  by  BiUs  of 
pains  and  penalties,  i-336;  irregular, 
clamorous,  and  indecent  behaviour  of 
several,  ii  iii ;  have  discontinued 
attendance  (in  1781),  ii.  309;  certain, 
deeply  interested  in  reversionary  grants, 
ii.  38  a  ;  rejection  of,  amendment  o^ 
ii.  574;  resoluticm  of,  in  170a,  iii.  115  ; 
conduct  of  many  at  Referm  Bill,  iii. 

95. 
Lords,  House  of,  jurisdiction  of,  asserted, 

i.  a ;  countenances  arbitrary  power  in 
Chanceiy,  i.  31 ;  judicature,  a  privilege 
cf^  i>  33 »  ^ts  practice  in  appesJs,  i.  41 ; 
their  judicature  might  be  justified  and 
preserved,  i.  51 ;  practice  ciC  as  a  court, 
i.  5a ;  should  not  be  applied  to  as  a 
court,  per  taltum,  i.  53 ;  breach  of  pri- 
vilege by  Oates,  i.  79 ;  right  of  appeal 
to,  i.  83 ;  as  Court  of  Judicature,  its 
rules,  i.  84 ;  right  of,  to  fix  the  time  by 
which  a  charge  should  be  brought,  a 
new  assertion,  i.  15a ;  should  be  spe- 
cially summoned  if  a  new  oath  is  to  be 
imposed,  i.  i6a ;  cannot  make  an  order 
under  certain  ciroumstances,  i.  166 ; 
duty  of,  in  neglects  and  abuses,  i.  316 ; 
inyariably*orders  an  enquiry,  when  any 
cotnplaint  is  made  by  member  of^  1. 
333  ;  sitting  judicially  has  no  power  to 
remit  punishments,  i.  376 ;  its  honour 
and  dignity  compromised  by  Maccles- 
field sitting  there,  i  379 ;  right  of  to 
address  the  Crown,  i.  444 ;  the  highest 
Court  of  Judicature,  i.  447;  the  here- 
ditary great  Council  of  the  Crown,  and 
its  functions,  t  487 ;  its  right  to  en- 


quire, advise,  or  censure,  L  489;  its 
fonction  as  a  barrier  explained,  ii.  303; 
an  essential  duty  of,  to  watdi  over  due 
administration  of  justice,  ii.  353 ;  con- 
duct of^  in  relation  to  Distillation  BSQi^ 
ii.  435;  treated  dlsrespectfblly  in  the 
Lrish  Law  Courts  Bill  (i8ai),  iL  553 ; 
how  treated  at  Reform  Bill,  iiL  96; 
practice  o^  in  regard  to  rights,  iiL  iii ; 
position  ot  since  Reform  BiU,  iiL  338 ; 
has  denounced  licensed  drinking,  iiL 
435  ;  a  court  of  appeal,  iiL  481 ;  aban- 
donment of  rights  oi,  iii.  491. 

Lords  Justices,  nomination  oC  in  1705, 
L  174  pref.;  power  o^  excessive,  L 
176. 

Lotteries,  mischief  o(  iL  67. 

Lunsford,  Colonel,  appointment  oC  i.  6 
prof. 

Lynwood,  his  authority  on  powers  of 
Ardibishopsy  iiL  195. 

M. 

Macdesfield,  Eari  of^  trial  of^  where  to  be 
held,  L  365 ;  sentence  o^  too  lenient, 
i.  373  sqq. ;  his  offences,  and  whi^ 
should  have  been  his  sentence,  L  377 ; 
not  fit  to  sit  in  Lords,  L  378. 

Machinery,  export  of,  should  be  pro- 
hibited, iii.  359. 

Maclean,  Sir  John,  narrative  o^  i.  170. 

Magistrates,  character  of,  ii.  386. 

Magna  Cluurta,  a  commitment  contrary 
to,  i.  38 ;  Hubert  de  Burgh  counselled 
the  King  to  cancel,  i.  378 ;  violation  of, 
in  L^land,  in  1798,  ii.  315 ;  doctrine  of 
forfeituro  contrary  to,  ii.  338 ;  protests 
against  taxation  without  consent,  ii. 
379 ;  provision  o^  with  regard  to  fran- 
chises, iii.  63. 

Muntenance,  separate,  objections  to,  L 

»43. 
Majority  for  Reform  BiH,  shameful  mode 

of  obtaining,  iii.  94. 
Maldon,  borough  of^  corruption  of,  iiL 

38a  sqq. 
Malignant  party,  bishops  have  no  pro- 
pension  to,  i.  8. 
Malt-tax,  in  Scotland,  a  violation  of  tbe 

Union,  L  317. 
Malversation,  charge  of^  when  necessary, 

ii.  373. 
Manchester,  play-house  at,  objected  to, 

ii.  158. 
Manchester  magistrates,  report    o^    in 

1819,  ii.  533. 
Manifesto  in  America,  the,  of  the  3rd  of 

October,  1778,  iL  179. 
Man,  Isle  o^  purohase  of  feudal  rights  in, 

ii.  358. 
Man^eld,  Lord,  his  opinion,  iL  135. 
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Muiii&ctaren  (i.  e.  artisaiui)  breakiiig 
fnmBB,  it  451. 

Manwaring,  "Dr^  oase  o(  i.  191 ;  his  doo« 
trines  omous,  i.  193. 

Market,  Smhhfield,  property  in,  iii.  376. 

Marlborough,  Dake  oi,  his  home  forces 
during  his  oampalgos,  ii.  3. 

Marriage,  sacrednees  ot,  cannot  be  nulled, 
i.  89 ;  in  Roman  Church,  character  o^ 
i.  143  ;  disabilitieB  on,  in  case  of  Royal 
Vannfy,  directly  against  the  command 
of  Gk>d,  ii.  127 ;  liberty  of,  a  natural 
right,  ii.  138;  Irish,  oase  of,  and  Eng^ 
lii3i  law,  iii.  263 ;  law  of,  in  Scotland^ 

iii.  353- 
Marriage  Act,  Royal,  objections  to,  ii. 

134  sqq. 
Marriage  Service,  English,  inconsiBtent 

with  Divorce  Act,  iii.  437-429. 
Marriage  settlements,   Scotch,  arrange- 
ments for  at  the  Union,  L  189. 
Ifarriages,  early  and  improvident,  pro- 
motion ot  iii.  309. 
Martial  law  in  time  of  peace,  contrary  to 

the  ancient  laws  of  the  Elingdom,  L 

>33  ;  objections  to,  i.  338. 
Mary  of  Modena,  attainder  oi,  i.  160 

pref. 
Mass&chusets  Bay,  colony  o^  and  Bill 

suspending  rights  oj^  ii.  143. 
Masters  in  Ghiuicery,  conduct  of^  L  364 

pref.,  3^* 
Maynooth  College,  establishment  of,  and 

grant  to  (1808),  ii.419;  establishment 

ot  criticised,  iii.  389  sqq. 
Melville,  Viscount,  acquittal  o(  on  second 

charge,  criticised,  ii  364 ;  Ma  conduct 

in  office,  iL  366  sqq. 
Mercantile  marine  of  England,  import- 
ance o^  iii.  361. 
Mercenaries,  foreign,  unuseful  or  danger- 

<5u8y  ii.  356. 
Merchandise,  ohargee   on,  a  grievance, 

i.  4. 
Message  of  the  King,  contains  an  irregular 

expression,  i.  383. 
Methuen  Treaty,  renewal  of  in  t8io,  iii 

83. 
Metropolis,  representation  of^  in    1833, 

iii  06. 
Middlesex,  Earl  o^  oase  o^  dted,  i  376, 

378. 
Middlesex  election,  proceedings  of  House 

of  Commons  on,  ii.  103. 
Military  arrangements,  a  corrupt  supply 

oi,  means  for  the  support  of  a  Court 

majority  in  Parliament,  ii.  303. 
Military  government,  establishment  at, 

ii.  51 ;  character  of,  ii  347. 
Military  occupation  of  Irelaiid,  iii.  361. 
MilitaiT  officers,  presence  of,  in  the  House, 

its  effects,  ii  17. 


Militia^  differences  about,  i  9, 11  pref. ; 
ordinance  of,  question  whether  people 
are  bound  by,  i.  is  pref. ;  principles  of, 
almost  lost  sight  of,  ii  301  ,*  wron^ 
done  to  in  I7p5>  ii.  283;  chanM^ter  o^ 
and  use  oi,  ii  314;  treatment  of  in 
1806,  ii.  376.  - 

Militia  Bill  of  17^8,  its  renewal,  ii.  331 ; 
of  1799,  criticised,  ii.  330  sqq.,  333 
sqq. ;  of  1 808,  criticised,  ii.  410. 

Millington,  Sir  Thomas,  evidence  of^  in 
relation  to  Lord  Normanby,  i  130. 

Millis,  Greorge,  marriage  of^  and  scandal 
o^  iii.  362  pref. 

Minister,  a  corrupt,  his  policy,  i409; 
flagitious  frauds  under  the  protection 
of  some  corrupt  and  all-screening,  i 
438;  malicious  and  vindictive,  unfor- 
giving, imperious,  all-grasping  and 
power-engrossing,  i.  443;  arbitrary 
and  ambitious,  i  446 ;  a  sole,  the  mis- 
chief of,  i  499 ;  sole,  or  first,  unknown 
to  the  law  of  Britain,  ii.  10 ;  wicked, 
necessity  of  punishing,  ii.  26 ;  propriety 
of  addressing  the  Crown  to  remove, 
ii.  183. 

Ministerial  art,  its  danger  to  the  Consti- 
tution, ii.  6. 

Ministers,  censure  on,  in  171 1,  i.  304; 
conduct  qf,  in  SpanUh  war,  i  305; 
right  of  Peers  to  inquire  into  trans- 
actions of,  and  to  censure,  i.  360 ;  de- 
signing, management  of,  i  398 ;  inca- 
pacity of,  i.  404 ;  during  Am^can  war, 
criticised,  ii.  163 ;  influence  of  in  Par- 
liament (1781),  ii  305;  conduct  of  in 
1793,  ii  338  sqq.;  a  noble  Lord,  not 
one  qf  hit  Majedif$t  ii.  357 ;  conduct 
of,  in  I797«  criticised,  ii  397;  appro- 
bation of,  in  reference  to  tiie  Danish 
business,  unbecoming,  ii.  393 ;  in  1810, 
their  refusal  to  give  information,  ii 
439 ;  intemperate  and  unconstitutional 
advice  of,  iii  98;  dismissal  of  in  1835, 
iii.  153  ;  (Sir  Robert  Peel,  &o.)  footing 
of,  unsatisfiictoiy,  iii.  335. 

Ministers'  stipends,  Ireland,  abolition  of, 
objected  to,  iii.  438. 

Bfinistry,  a  lavish,  weak,  and  nq)acious, 
possible,  i  401 ;  dismissal  o^  a  neces- 
sity* ii.  310;  of  1835,  character  of,  iii 

Minorca,  and  Gibraltar,  preservation  of, 
i  385  ;  state  of  garrison  at,  ii.  31. 

Minority  of  age,  proper  limit  o^  ii.  1 36. 

Minors,  marriiM^eso^i.  89  pre! ;  marriage 
of,  nullity  oC  ii.  559. 

Mint,  Master  of^  his  power  of  purchase, 
iii.  166. 

Miscreants,  assuming  the  name  of  philo- 
sophers, ii.  363. 

Misdemeanor,  character  of^  ii  73  sqq.; 
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high,  the  Qaeen's  reputed  oondnct  a, 

ii.  533- 
Misdemeanors,   penalties   on,  Gritidsed, 

iii.  434. 

Mohun,  Lord,  case  of,  in  murder  of 
Mountford,  L  108  pref. 

Monarchical  government,  advantage  of^ 
in  what,  iii  173. 

Money,  decreased  value  of  since  1699, 
ii  4JB7. 

Money  Bills,  no  right  of  Lords  in,  L  a6 ; 
a  right  of  Lords  to  alter  and  amend, 
!•  383 ;  right  of  Commons  to  originate 
used  as  an  argument  against  enquiry 
into  pensions,  ii.  196. 

Moneys,  disposal  of^  in  the  King,  L  25. 

Monopolies,  a  grievance,  L  4. 

Moore,  Mr.,  and  the  Assiento  Contract, 
i.  224. 

Moravians,  an  undefined  term,  iii.  1 76. 

Mordaunt,  Viscount,  case  of^  i.  33  pref. 

Morley,  case  of,  i.  40  pref. 

Morrison,  Major-General,  his  order  in 
1798,  ii.  320. 

Mortmain,  law  of^  in  Scotland,  iii.  483. 

Mother,  a  proper  guardian,  iii.  188. 

Mountford,  William,  murder  of,  L  108 
pref. 

Muir,  Thomas,  conviction  of,  criticised, 
ii  253. 

Municipal  corporations,  reform  of^  objec- 
tions to,  iii.  158. 

Mutiny  Act,  of  171 7,  eritioisms  on,  i.  233; 
of  1 7 18,  objections  to,  i.  238,  240,  241 
saq.;  of  1721,  objections  to,  i.  269; 
of  1723,  objections  to,  i.  322  sqq. ;  of 
1724,  objected  to,  i.  355;  of  1725,  ob- 
jected to,  i.  356;  of  1730,  critidsed, 
i.  405,  413  ;  of  1732,  criticised,  i.  419; 
of  1733*  critidsed,  i.  431;  of  1741, 
argument  against,  u.  19;  annual,  no- 
tice of,  ii.  256. 

Mysteries,  saored,  should  not  be  mixed 
with  secular  interests,  i.  73. 

N. 

Napoleon,  exile   and   imprisonment  oC 

ii.  486. 
Nation,  seciirities  should  be  given  to,  L 

410:   discontent  of  the,  firom  illegal 

Acts  of  Parliament,  ii.  100. 
National  Convention  of  France,  declara- 
tion of^  ii.  268. 
National  justice,  prindples  of^  ii.  43. 
National  polity,  fundamental  principles 

of,  ii.  33. 
NaturaUsation,  annual  Bill  of^  effects  of^ 

i.  186. 
Naval  strength,  use  of,  a  proper  policy, 

U.48. 
Navigation,   firee,  not   accorded   by  the 

Convention  of  Pardo,  ii.  8. 


Navigation  laws,  partial  snspenaon  of  in 
1806,  u.  360;   abolition  ci,  critidsed* 

iii.  354  sqq-.  3^1  aqq. 

Navy,  management  oC  critidsm  on,  L  271 
sqq.;  condition  and  manoffemetU  of 
iince  1 701,  L297;  condition  ot,  under 
Walpole,  iL  11  ;  conduct  of,  criti- 
dsed, from  1 771  to  1778,  ii.  183;  of 
French  Republic,  increase  o^  iL  a68. 

Navy  debt,  tiie,  of  1721,  L  258;  origin 
and  greatness  o^  i.  280,  283,  285,  287 ; 
discussion  of^  revised,  i.  290. 

Navy,  royal,  effidency  o(  ^dienoe  derived, 

iii  3^3* 
NewiMhstie,  Duke  of,  loans  during  admi- 
nistration of^  iL  209. 
Neynoe,  Philip,  declaration  of,  i.  339  ;  his 

declaration ;  drowned  in  attempting  to 

escape,  L  348;  examination  o^  1. 354. 
Negroes,  education  o^  iiL  112. 
Netherlands,    war  in,  contrary  to    our 

interests,  ii.  4^;. 
Neutrality,  should  have  been  the  poUcy 

of  Eng^iuid  since  August  1792,  iL  260. 
Newark,  King   at,  and  Scotch  guards 

placed  over  him,  i.  14. 
Newbury,  corporation  of,  case  o^  L  93, 
Newspapers,  stamp  duties  on,  repeal  o^ 

criticised,  iiL  401. 
Nice,  Council  of,  its  authority,  iiL  195. 
Nobility,  a  Bill  in  a  case  o^  to  admit 

Conmions  to  judicature  of  Peera,  L  58, 

59;    licence   demanded  of,   for    their 

barges,  i.  30a. 
Nobility   and    gentry,  influence    of,  in 

fiivour  of  a  free  government,  ii.  50. 
Nobleman,  a  military,  his  unconstitutional 

assumption  of  several  offices,  iii.  152. 
Nois,  Mr.,  evidence  o^  in  refsrenoe  to 

Lord  Normanby,  L  120. 
Nonjurors,  objections  to  relaxing  oath 

in  case  of^  L  77. 
Norfolk,  Duke  of,  his  divorce,  L  137  pre! 
Norfolk,  Duke  ot  detention  o(  in  1722, 

L  312. 
Norfolk,  Duke  of^  attainder  o^  its  nullity, 

ii.  436,  438. 
Normanby,  Marquis  of,  case  o^  with  dty, 

L  119  sqq. 
Norris,  Commodore,  case  o^  L  144  pref. 
Norrisian  Professor,  his  importtuioe,  iii. 

231. 
Northumberland,  Earldom  of,  case  of^ 

L  62  pre£ 
Norway,  attempt  to  subjugate  in  18 14, 

iL  476;    liberal  commerdal   anange- 

ments  of^  ii.  550. 
Notes,  issue  oi^  effects  on  prices,  iiL  3; 

convertibility  of^  should  be  provided 

for,  iii.  437* 
Nottingham,  Lord   High    Steward,  his 
conduct  to  Lord  Comwallis,  iL  232. 
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Nugent,  MajoT^General,  his  declaration 

in  1798,  ii.  330. 
Nuisance,  abuse  of  the  term,  i.  33. 

O. 

Gates,  Titus,  treatment  of,  and  case  of, 
i.  79,  80  pref.,  82  pref,  85, 86, 87  pref. ; 
wrong  done  to,  i.  83, 84 ;  arguments  in 
&your  of^  i.  88 ;  was  convicted  of  per- 
jury, ii.  542. 

Oath,  should  be  demanded  from  Quakers, 
i.  377;  no  new  one  to  he  imposed  on 
the  stibjectt  i.  161 ;  of  purgation  under 
the  Pension  Bill,  i.  412;  Coronation, 
observance  of,  iii.  i  a  1 ;  a  sacred,  of 
King,  &c.,  iii.  123;  of  Supremacy,  duties 
of^  iii.  293 ,  of  members  of  Parliament, 
modifications    in  (1858)  objected   to, 

iii.  431. 

Oath  and  test,  difference  in,  i.  61. 

Oath  of  1640,  grievaDce  of,  L  4. 

Oath  on  Peers,  objected  to,  i.  43 ;  strikes 
at  root  of  government,  i.  45 ;  imposition 
of^  and  the  effects  ot  i.  47. 

Oaths,  inefficacy  of,  L  i6a ;  conscientious 
objections  to,  iii.  187 ;  of  bishops,  iii. 
331. 

Oats,  sale  ot  importance  to  Irish  land- 
holders, iii.  339. 

Office,  removal  from,  not  necessarily  a 
punishment,  ii.  13. 

Officers,  cashiering  ot  i*  441 ;  displaced 
for  the  free  use  of  their  votes,  i.  444 ; 
large  creation  of^  a  means  of  Parlia- 
mentary bribery,  ii  5. 

Officers'  Commissions  BiU,  defence  ot,  i. 
440  sqq. 

Officers  of  Irish  law  courts,  rights  of,  ii. 
556  sqq. 

Offices,  of  trust  and  authority,  filled  by 
persons  not  of  the  communion  of  Church, 
a  danger,  i.  178  ;  traffic  in,  even  com- 
missions, inadmissible,  ii.  433. 

Offices  in  Reversion  Bill,  rejection  of, 
criticised,  ii.  383  ;  rejection  o(,  in  1808, 
criticised,  ii.  396. 

Officials,  Irish,  opinions  o^  on  employment 
of  constabulary,  iii.  400. 

Ogden,  Mary,  evidence  o^  in  the  Banbury 
case,  it.  468. 

Ogle,  Sir  Chaloner,  his  maiuigement  of 
the  fleet,  i.  494. 

Oligarchy  of  mere  property,  worst  and 
most  offensive,  iii.  i^i. 

Onslow,  Arthur,  case  of^  i.  5  f  pref. 

Opium,  traffic  in,  criticised,  iii.  315. 

Orange,  Prince  of^  precedent  of^  ii.  435. 

Order  of  January  1641,  i.  5. 

Order  in  Council,  importance  of^  when  it 
contravenes  law,  ii.  389. 

Orders  in  Council,  attempt  to  give  vali- 


dity to,  ii.  403 ;  how  issued  in  1807, 

ii.  405- 
Orders,  standing,  as  to  imprisonment  of 

members  of  Parliament,  ii.  69. 
Ordinance  for  paying  the  army,  rejection 

of,  i.  15. 
Orford,  Earl  of,  proofe  of  guilt  of,  ii.  26. 
Ormond,  Duke  of,  his  conduct  in  the  war, 

i.  3 10. 
Orphans,  Bill  for,  assisted,  i.  133. 
Outlawry  of  a  man  after  death,  i.  141. 
Out  of  doors,  a  pretence  used  is,  i.  75. 
Overseer,  effects  of  Reform  Bill  on  office 

ot  iii.  102. 
Oxford  (De  Vere)  Eaii  of,  case  of;  i.  1 18. 
Oxford,  University  oi^  censure  o^  i.  334. 

P. 

Pains  and  Penalties,  Bills  o^  their  ten- 
dency, i.  342. 

Palatinate,  defence  of  the,  subsidy  for, 
and  disposition  of  subsidy,  i.  i  pref. 

Pander,  Andrew,  evidence  of,  i.  325. 

Panic  of  1825,  causes  ot,  iii.  2. 

Papal  rescript,  effects  of  in  1850,  iii.  377. 

Paper,  issue  of;  its  effects,  iii.  5> 

Paper  currency,  effects  of  compulsory  cir- 
culation of,  li.  450. 

Paper  duty,  repeal  o^  criticised,  iii.  445 
sqq. 

Paper  money,  effisct  of  substitution  of,  for 
coin,  ii.  453. 

Papers,  detention  of,  in  the  case  of  an 
accused  person,  i.  333 ;  denial  of,  a 
denial  of  lights,  i.  495. 

Papists,  common  enemies,  i.  61 ;  bloody 
designs  o^  in  1680,  i.  62  ;  and  Dis- 
senters, design  of  to  destroy  the  Church, 
1.179;  growth  of,  iii.  55. 

Pardo,  Convention  of,  criticism  on,  i.  481 
sqq. ;  importance  of  papers  on,  ii.  7. 

Pardon,  reasons  against,  after  impeach- 
ment by  House  of  Conmions,  1.  30; 
taking  power  of  from  King,  an  in- 
trenchment  on  prerogative,  i.  38 ;  not 
pleadable  on  impeachment,  i.  372;  of 
faithful  subjects,  an  act  of  superero- 
gation if  not  of  absurdity,  ii.  176; 
power  of;  in  Crown,  and  why,  iii.  202. 

Puxlons,  precedents  of;  i.  102. 

Paris,  Treaty  of,  and  the  slave  trade, 
ii.  478. 

Parker,  Mr.  Oxley,  his  relations  to  Mai- 
don,  iii.  385. 

Parliament,  expediency  of  calling,  i.  4 ; 
Act  of  should  not  vacate  fines,  i.  20 ; 
authori^  of;  a  last  resort,  i.  24 ;  privi- 
lege of;  1. 30 ;  members  of,  not  obliged 
to  receive  toe  Sacrament,  i.  73  ;  powers 
of  in  matters  of  refigion,  i.  76 ;  full, 
trial  of  Peers  in,  effects  of  affirming 
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right  to,  i.  01 ;  advice  of^  Mked  by  the 
King  in  i6oa,  i.  105 ;  free  and  impar- 
tial proceedings  in,  L  106  pref.;  iia 
pref. ;  cormption  o^  ib.;  continuance 
o^  in  1694,  i.  115;  qoaiificationB  for, 
i.  130;  law  and  cnBtom  o^  does  not 
appear  U>  have  established  certain 
limits,  i.  153 ;  necessity  o^  after  death 
of  the  KinfiT  of  Spain,  i.  160 ;  pretence 
of  people  of  right  to  examine  and  jadge, 
what  it  is,  i.  168;  drfeat  of  intentions  of, 
by  the  IhJce  of  OrmomTt  indruetions, 
i.  aia;  probable  efiEects  of  Septennial 
Bill  on,  i.  229 ;  number  of  seamen  pro- 
vided by,  exceeded,  i.  a6a ;  should  de- 
liberate and  advise  on  foreign  engage- 
ments, i.  381 ;  a  title  given  to  the 
Conmions  in  the  King's  message,  i.  383 ; 
member  o^  who  takes  a  secret  gratuity, 
his  character,  i.  417;  at  end  of  one,  it 
is  desirable  to  secure  the  freedom  of 
the  next,  iL  18;  Hanoverian  troops 
introduced  into  England  without  con- 
sent o^  ii.  47 ;  independence  ot  violated 
in  Wilkes'  case,  ii.  69 ;  cannot  be  free 
bold  or  honest  under  terror  of  imprison- 
ment, iL  75 ;  interference  o(  with  divi- 
dends, ii.  07 ;  undue  influence  in,  created 
by  the  Civil  List.  ii.  171 ;  integrity  oi, 
corrupted  by  increase  of  the  Civil  List, 
ii- 173  f'  proceedings  in,  not  to  be  ques- 
tioned out  of  Parliament,  a  dause  in 
the  Bill  of  Rights,  ii.  aoo ;  Court  ma- 
jority in,  means  of  obtaining,  ii.  aoi ; 
supineness  of;  its  effects,  ii.  256 ;  rights 
o(  over  supply,  ii.  379 ;  assumption  of 
executive  pK>wers  of  the  Crown  by, 
ii.  443 ;  authority  of,  derived  from  an 
irregular  proceeding,  ib. ;  usurpation  at, 
in  limiting  the  Event's  authority,  ii. 
447;  speoal  inte^xieitions  o(  their 
evU,  ii.  448 ;  limit  of  powers  of,  iii.  65 ; 
Houses  of,  good  understanding  between, 
iii.  164 ;  rights  of,  as  to  inftmnation  on 
savings  of  the  CHvil  List,  iii.  368 ;  ex- 
clusion of  distinguished  persons  from, 
iii.  45  a. 

Parliament,  Convention,  the  validity  of, 
importance  of  affirming,  i.  94;  objee- 
tiont  to  recognition  of,  i.  97. 

Parliament,  Irish,  conduct  o^  in  1789,  a 
precedent,  ii.  439. 

Parliament,  lord  of,  a  Bill  affecting,  and 
originated  in  the  Commons,  i  350. 

Parliament,  Scottish,  how  dealt  with  at 
the  Union,  iit  71. 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill,  critioised,  iii. 
466. 

Parliamentary  papers,  sale  ot  iii.  313. 

Parliamentary  Propeedings  Bill,  criticism 
on,  iii.  344  sqq. 

Parliamento,  intermission  oi^  a  grievance. 


i.  4 ;   new,  should  be  fr«quent»  i.  54 ; 
corruption  ot  1 435. 

Parma  and  Toiscany,  Spanish  ixoopt  m^ 
L404. 

Partition  Treafy,  oonsequenoes  of;  L  145 
pref, 

Party,  King  should  not  be,  in  piivato 
case,  i.  58. 

Patents,  a  grievance,  L  4. 

Patrons,  rights  ot,  in  Scotland,  iii.  359. 

Paupers,  absurdity  of  compelling  to  attend 
Cnurdi  Services,  iiL  149;  a^ed»  relief 
to,  iii  341. 

Pay,  of  army  in  1941,  ii.  4. 

Peace,  breach  of,  penalty  for,  iL  69; 
negotiations  for,  in  1 707,  criticised,  S. 
301 ;  restoration  ci,  or  self-defienoe,  ooly 
justify  the  calamities  of  war,  iL  403 ; 
negotiations  for,  in  1813,  ii.  473  ;  a 
separate,  foolish,  knttvish,  amd  vtOa<«- 
ous,  i.  ail. 

Peace  of  Paris,  policy  of  country  after, 
ii.  483  prefl 

Peculation,  and  extortion,  in  Irish  Law 
Courts,  ii.  554. 

Peer,  detention  oi,  should  be  oommuni- 
cated  to  the  House  with  reasons,  L  311 ; 
right  of  presence  in  House  wh^i  im- 
patched  disputed,  ii.  361. 

Peer  for  life,  right  of  Crown  to  create, 
iii.  407. 

Peerage,  privileg^e  o^  L  39;  privilege 
and  liberties  o^  L  45;  de  whole,  pro- 
testing a  right  ot  L  331 :  rights  of,  a 
constitutioiial  trusty  ii.  105 ;  raising  of 
an  improper  person  to^  iL  an ;  power 
of  conferring,  as  a  reward  of  merit, 
essential  to  royal  authority,  ii.  229; 
dignity  of;  affected  by  jpving  same  tiUe 
to  different  fiunilies,  ii.  245 ;  claim  to, 
how  alwavs  decided,  ii.  469. 

Peerage,  Wensleydale,  comments  on,  iii. 
408  sqq. 

Peerages,  alleged  sale  o^  in  Ireland,  ii. 
326;  for  lw9,  with  payment,  Bill  for 
creating,  criticised,  iii.  4 10  sq. 

Peers,  oaui  of;  an  irreffularily,  L  43 ;  pri- 
vileges o^  oranpromised  by  subjecting 
them  to  an  oath,  L  48 ;  trial  of  in  Par- 
liament, i.  60  trial  of;  objections  to 
BUI  for,  L  70;  trial  of;  in  full  Pariia- 
ment,  effect  o^  i.  92  ;  right  of  to  sum- 
mon, and  use  of  proxies,  i.  103 ;  freedom 
of  Houses  o(  from  licenser,  L  109 ;  tight 
of,  to  give  protections,  L  115 ;  vxite  d, 
on  law  and  hud,  i.  195 ;  duty  and  right 
o^  iL  36 ;  dder  and  perrr  excise,  offen- 
sive to  the  dignity  and  privilege  d, 
ii.  65 ;  of  Great  Britain,  not  Peers  of 
Scouand,  iL  249;  duty  of  in  8oruti« 
nising  conduct  d,  and  protecting  repu- 
tation of  Peers,  iL  273;  dignity  and 
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independeDce  o^  involved  in  not  going 
to  House  of  Commons,  ii.  355 ;  sudden 
creation  of  two  hundred  threatened, 
iii.  95 ;  creation  of,  and  arrangements 
upon  proposal  o!^  iii  loi ;  Boman 
C&tholic,  ooH)perating  with  prelates, 
iii  123 ;  paid,  objections  to,  iii  410. 

Peers,  House  o^  laws,  orders,  &c.  o(  null 
and  void  since  the  17th  of  December, 
1641,  by  reason  of  enforced  absence  of 
the  bishops,  i  9 ;  have  no  right  to  deny 
the  use  of  their  judicial  power  to 
suitors,  i  65;  check  and  restraint  of 
privilege  o(  by  refusing  papers,  ii.  19 ; 
auty  of,  in  reference  to  the  Crown, 
ii.  337;  rights  o^  iii  102. 

Peers,  Ixish,  arrangements  with  at  Union 
criticised,  ii  337  sqq. 

Peers  of  Scotland,  election  o^  !.  446; 
aflVont  to,  in  the  Brandon  case,  i.  209 ; 
pn^rtion  of^  too  large,  and  mode  of 
election  bad,  i  182;  election  of  the 
Sixteen  in  1790,  ii  247 ;  privileges 
and  position  ot  ii.  248  sqq. 

Peers,  the  Twelve,  memorial  o^  i  3  pref. 

Pembroke,  Earl  o^  resigned  his  title, 
ii.  246. 

Penal  laws,  Irish  Marriage  Act  a  relic  of, 
iii.  156. 

Penalties,  efiect  o^  on  guilt  and  innocence, 
ii.43. 

Penny  Postage  Bill,  criticism  on,  iii  201. 

Pension  Bill,  expediency  of  passing  the, 
i  407  sqq. ;  rejection  o^  in  1731,  criti- 
dsm  on,  i.  410;  rejection  o^  in  I73at 
i,  418 ;  rejection  of  in  1733,  i.  430. 

Pension  list,  expediency  of  producing, 
i4o6. 

Pensions,  propriety  of  investigating  and 
reducing,  ii.  194  sqq. ;  defence  o^  exa- 
mined, 1*6. 

Peonle,  appealing  to,  derogatory  to  House 
of  Lonls,  i  168;  the  prerogatives  of 
the  Crown,  a  trust  on  behalf  o^  ii.  440. 

Tercy,  James,  case  o^  i.  63  pref. 

Perjury,  conviction  of  a  witness  on  Lord 
Stafford's  trial,  i.  69 ;  of  Gates,  i.  84, 
85 ;  not  to  be  affirmed  without  a  hear- 
ing, i.  87 :  crime  o^  propriety  of  check- 
ing, i  116. 

Permissive  Prohibitcny  BUI,  in  &vour 
with  working  classes,  iii  435. 

Persecution  of  principles,  not  justified, 
but  also,  no  encouragement  should  be 
given  by  law  to,  i.  279. 

Personal  estates,  in  City  of  London,  alter- 
ation  of  custom  in,  i  360. 

Personal  property,  tax  on  succession  of, 
its  nature,  ii.  290. 

Pestering  a  ship,  offence  of,  with  prize 
goods,  i.  144. 

Peterborough,  Eari  o(  case  ol^  i.  101. 


Petition,  of  Mr.  Percy,  rejection  o(  i  63 ; 

rrfuaal  to  receive,  for  protection  of  the 

King'e  eervarUe^  hard  on  their  MajettieB* 

privileges,  i  1 1 1 ;  liberty  to,  a  birUi- 

right>  1.  263. 
Petition  of  Bight,  i  38 ;  invasion  o(  in 

1829,  iii.  63. 
Petition,  Boman  CathoUc,  origin  of^  in 

1808,  ii.  409. 
Petitioners  from    Australia,   refusal   to 

hear,  iii  365. 
Petitioning,  right  o^  restrained  in  1825, 

ii.  57<5- 
Petitions,  in  reference  to  the  American 

war,  refusal  to  receive,  ii  151 ;  right  of 

presenting,  ii.  285. 
Philosophers,   miscreants   assuming  the 

name  o^  ii.  262. 
Physicians,  judgment  o^  on  (alcoholic) 

spirits,  ii.  33. 
Physical  force,  of  Boman  Catholics  and 

Protestants,  iii  57. 
Pious  memory,  omission  o(  firom  Queen 

Anne's  style,  i  245. 
Pitt  V,  Pelham,  case  of^  i  42  pref. 
Placemen,  number  o^  in  House  of  Com- 
mons, ii.  15. 
Plague,   attempts   to    check,  criticised, 

i  266. 
Plantations,  safety  and  trade  at,  i  450, 

451. 
Planters,  West  India,  assistance  given  to, 

ii.  412;  effect  of  Distillation  Bill  on, 

ii.  426. 
Platform,  of  colonies  in  America,  ii.  143. 
Plunkett,  evidence  of  in   1723,  i  327 

pref. ;  treatment  of,  by  Bill,  i  336. 
Poland,  firee  constitution  o^  overthrown, 

ii.  267. 
Pole,  Mr.  Wellesley,  his  circular  letter, 

ii.  447. 

Political  economy,  violation  of  true  prin- 
ciples of,  ii.  525. 

Political  power,  creature  of  political  insti- 
tutions and  consequences,  iii.  27. 

Pollexfen,  Sir  Henry,  Chief  Justice,  his 
opinion  on  the  punishment  of  Oates, 
i8i. 

Ponty,  Monsieur,  attack  on,  neglected, 
i  144. 

Poor  Law,  a,  its  economical  and  moral 
effects,  iii.  325. 

Poor  Law,  Irish,  of  1847,  critidsed,  iii. 
326;  of  1849,  criticised,  iii  355  sqq. 

Poor  Law,  New,  objections  to  rules  of^ 
iii.  204;  objection  to  continuance  oi, 
iii  210. 

Poor-rate,  objection  to  putting  election 
charges  on,  iii.  104. 

Popery,  increase  o(  and  papists,  a  griev- 
ance, i  4 ;  abomination  01  bishops,  i  8 ; 
dangers  o^  iu.  50. 
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Popish  fiustioD,  danger  o^  a  clause  in  the 
preamble  of  the  Septennial  Bill,  i.  329. 

Popish  lord,  restoration  of  fiunily  of,  i. 
09. 

Popish  plot,  credit  due  to,  i.  69 ;  credit  o^ 
i.  85. 

Popish  priesthood,  powers  given  to,  iii. 

55- 
Popish   priests   and   demagogues,   their 

conduct,  iii.  113. 

Popish  recusants,  disarming  of  &c.  ob- 
jected to  as  illegal,  unjustifiable,  and 
dangerous,  i.  60. 

Porter,  a  witness  against  Fenwick,  but 
doubtful,  i.  120. 

Portland  Vase,  the,  breaking  of^  iii.  301. 

Portugal,  regiments  for,  in  1707,  i.  203; 
grants  for  war  in,  properly  issued,  i. 
205 ;  revolution  in,  iii.  44 ;  intimate 
connection  of  with  Great  Britain,  iii. 
82 ;  hostility  against,  iii.  206 ;  Queen 
of,  recognition  of,  iii.  679. 

Post  Office,  clerks  of,  and  Kelly's  writing, 
i>  354 ;  copies  of  letters  taken  at  the, 
i.  342 ;  stoppage  of  letters  in,  i.  344 ; 
detaining  letters  in,  iii.  287  sqq. 

Poet  Office  Savings  Banks,  criticism  on, 

iii  443* 
Powell,  Lady  Mary,  fines  of  her  estate, 

i.  17  pref.,  i.  19  pref 
Power,  balance  of,  destroyed  by  Walpole, 

ii.  11;    attempt  to  restore   in   1743, 

ii.  29. 
Powers,  foreign,  beet  aided  by  money, 

ii.  3- 

Powers,  the,  conduct  of  in  1793,  ii. 
262,  263. 

Practitioners,  inferior,  in  law,  ii.  328. 

Preamble  of  a  Bill  not  amended,  i.  70. 

Preceden<^,  illegal,  conferred  on  first 
Earl  of  Banbury,  ii.  463. 

Precedent,  not  to  be  derived  from  a  par- 
ticular act,  i.  2 ;  a  dangerous  one,  the 
precipitation  of  a  penal  Bill,  i.  60; 
danger  of  allowing  under  pressure, 
i.  105 ;  of  French  Revolution,  its 
danger,  ii.  293 ;  importance,  and  mean- 
ing of,  ii.  438. 

Precedents,  of  Lords,  right  in  dealing 
with  Bills,  i.  142 ;  of  impeachments, 
i.  192  ;  danger  of  allowing,  i.  337. 

Prelates,  consistency  of^  ii.  1 58 ;  unanimous 
vote  of,  ii.  159;  Protestant,  co-opera- 
ting with  Roman  Catholic  Peers,  iii. 
123. 

Prerogative,  Royal,  in  reference  to  moneys, 
i.  25;  the  King  only  exchanger  of 
money,  L  28 ;  intrenchment  of,  by 
taking  power  of  pardon  firom  King,  i. 
38;  should  not  be  above  government, 
i.  91  ;  encroachment  on,  in  relation  to 
peace  and  war,  i.  207;  not  properly 


affected  by  an  enquiry  into  pensions, 
ii.  195 ;  how  incompatible  with  free 
constitution,  ii.  257;  competence  of 
Lords  to  advise  on,  ii  273;  most  im- 
portant transferred  fi^nn  the  Oown  in 
the  Legal  Tenders  Act,  ii.  453  ;  cannot 
contravene  an  Act  of  Parliament,  ii. 
497 ;  suspension  of^  a  trust  on  behalf 
of  the  people,  ii.  440. 

Presbyterian  ministers,  marriage  by,  iii 
265  sqq. 

Presbyteries,  Scotch,  tranter  of  patronage 
to,  iii.  259. 

Prescription,  great  principle  of,  violated 
by  Reform  Bill,  iii.  85  ;  origin  of  usages 
and  privileges,  iii.  343. 

Presentments  of  Grand  Juries,  Courts  of 
Justice  cannot  deny  l^^ally,  i.  66. 

Press,  cannot  be  abused  to  bad  purposes 
without  incurring  adequate  punish- 
ment, ii.  514  ;  restraint  on,  by  bonds, 
iii.  78 ;  libels  ot,  nature  qt,  and  reme- 
dies, iii.  79. 

Pretence,  a,  vain,  and  out  of  doors,  i.  75. 

Pretender,  Bolingbroke  in  the  service  of, 
i.  370;  an  engagement  made  on  bis 
behalf,  i.  385 ;  acts  relating  to  corre- 
spondence with,  age  of,  ii.  43. 

Price,  effect  of  scanty  supplv  on,  ii  417. 

Priests,  Roman  Catholic,  their  conduct, 
iii.  46 ;  power  o^  under  Refonn  Bill, 
iii.  107.  . 

Prince  of  Wales,  right  of  to  royal  func- 
tions, ii.  433;  daims  of^  to  a  larger 
income,  i  479. 

Printing  of  Bilk,  unparliamentary,  and 
consequences  of,  i  168. 

Prisoners,  exchange  of,  inhumanity  of,  not 
according  to  a  proposal  ot,  in  1810, 
ii.  427. 

Prisoners,  French,  treatment  of  in  1798 
examined  by  Committee  of  House  of 
Commons,  ii.  430. 

Privilege  of  Parliament,  limits  of^  i.  42 ; 
in  Wilkes'  case,  ii.  70  sqq. 

Privy  Council,  Scotch,  abolition  of,  i  184 
pref. 

Probationer,  law  making  a  great  change 
should  be,  i  28 ;  a  BiU  made,  i  32. 

Proclamation,  royal,  an  extraordinary 
proceeding,  ii.  236. 

PlYxluctive  classes,  employment  of^  the 
business  of  Parliament,  iii  252. 

Profits,  on  what  dependent,  iii.  414. 

Propension,  none  of  the  bishops  towards 
any  malignant  party,  i.  8. 

Property,  of  subject,  r^ard  shown  to  by 
the  House,  ii.  52 ;  private.  Bills  re- 
specting, clauses  in,  ii.  122;  rights  of, 
made  uncertain,  ii.  449. 

Prorogation,  impeachments  continued 
after,  i  237. 
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Prosperitf  ,  maanfikcturiDg  %ad  oonniMP- 
diu,  on  what  it  depends,  iu.  254. 

Proteotmg  duties,  reminioii  o^  efifeots  at, 
iii  349. 

Fkoteotion,  of  lai.  a  quarter  on  wheat, 
character  of^  iii.  9 ;  onties  of  Com  Bill 
of  1838,  inadequate  for,  iiL  ai  ;  and 
allegiance,  reciprocal  duties,  lii.  144; 
loss  of^  an  injury,  iii.  253 ;  duties  paid 
on  wheat,  utterly  insdOBoient  for,  iii 
357 ;  importaaioe  o^  iiL  31a,  514 ;  peti- 
tions against  in  i8si,  ii  551. 

Fkotections,  riglit  of  giving,  i.  115  pre£ 

IVotectiye  duties,  effects  of^  281  sqq. 

Protest,   offisnoe   tak«i   at,  i.  40 ;    ez- 

-  punging  of^  without  precedent,  i  98 ; 
otjections  to  oontrofling  ngbi  o^  L  151 ; 
of  the  aist  of  January,  1723,  and  its 
imputed  insinuatioa,  justified,  i.  320. 

Protests,  standing  order  on,  altered,  ob- 
jection to,  i.  303  sqq. 

Protestant  chanu^,  essential  to  Consti- 
tution, iiL  52. 

Protestant  Church  (Irdand),  destruction 
o^  iii.  214. 

,Pkt>testant  Disseoters,  Christian  compas- 
sion to,  L  45. 

Protestant  interest  (Irelaad),  support  due 
to,  m.  214. 

Protestant  nation,  and  onoe  Protestant 
State,  iiL  123. 

^otestant  religion,  importance  of  sup- 
porting by  allegiance  of  English  clergy, 
1.  78 ;  Acts  necessary  for  preservation 
of,  L  175;  -weakening  o^  in  Ireland, 
iii.  113. 

^otestant  sucoeision,  in  Scotland,  not 
yet  effected,  L  178. 

Protestantism,  undefined,  iii.  129. 

Protestants,  union  o^  its  importance, 
i.  71 ;  injurious  treatment  of,  L  72 ; 
Irish,  how  they  viewed  Lord  Fitswil- 
liam's  acts,  iiL  278. 

3Protestation0,  with  reascms,  must  con- 
trovert the  opinioB  <ii  the  majority, 

1-317. 
Protesting,  right  of,  an  e«ential  privilege 

of  the  whole  peerage,  L  47 ;  an  un- 
questionable right,  rad  essential  privi- 
lege of  the  whole  peerage,  L  321 ;  right 
-ol^  and  defiaiioe  o^  U.  34iB. 

Province,  true  and  mortifying  definition 
of  A,  ii.  40. 

Proodes,  right  of  to  vote  by,  an  inherent 
right,  iL  441. 

IVozy,  privilege  of,  inherent,  L  102. 

Plussia,  King  of^  convention  between 
George  III  and,  in  1793,  ii.  261. 

PubliciUions,  cheap,  importance  of  to  the 
publio,  ii.  528. 

Public  peace,  disturbanoe  of,  laws  of 
En^^and  sufficient  to  prevent,  iL  526. 

VOL.  m.  Q 


Public  houses,  character  o^  ii  33 ;  com- 
mittees in,  iiL  485. 

Public  law,  nature  of,  and  importance  of 
maintaining,  ii.  385. 

Panishment,  excessive,  how  to  be  pre- 
vented, L  84. 

Punishments,  folly  of  endeavouring  to 
enlighten  men's  minds  by  severity  o( 

ii.  453* 
Pnrbeck,  Viscount,  case  of,  i.  55  pre£, 

56  pref. ;  59. 
Parse  of  people,  continuance  of  same  per- . 

sons  too  long  as  representatives  gives 

great  power  over,  L  $4. 

Q. 

Quadbruple  Alliance,  and  Treaty  of  Seville 
compared,  L  403. 

Quakers,  ritk  tf  fOuUiplykigt  L  274;  un- 
worthy of  name  of  Christians,  and 
general  criticism  on,  L  276  sqq.;  a 
term  undefined,  iii.  176. 

Qualification,  BiU  o^  L  i.^o  pref.;  for 
House  cf  Commons,  abolition  of,  criti- 
cised, iii.  429. 

Quartering  of  Soldiers  during  Elections 
Bill,  criticism  on,  i.  471. 

Queen  (Anne),  risks  oJ^L  176 ;  zeal  of,  and 
pie^  to  the  Church,  i.  178 ;  her  share 
m  the  Assiento  Contract,  L  222 ;  omis- 
sion of  words  *  of  pious  memory '  firom 
her  stj^e,  L  24$. 

Queen  (Caroline),  impolicy  of  proceedings 
^^giunst,  ii.  532  ;  adulterv  of,  how 
punishable,  ii.  533;  abandonment  of 
BiU  affainst»  not  iustified,  iL  538 ;  proof 
of  guut  o^  complete,  ii.  540. 

Queensberry,  Duke  o(  case  of^  i.  209. 

Question,  complicated,  should  not  be  put, 
if  controverted,  L  319. 

R. 

Railway,  a,  in  Leicester,  oljections  to, 

iii.  III. 
Bailway  Bill,  nature  of  a,  iiL  272. 
Bailway  Bills,  exceptional  treatment  <^ 

condemned,  iii.  338. 
Railways,  Irish,  amendment  to  law  on, 

criticnsed,  iiL  454. 
Reading,  first,  rejection  of  Bill  on,  L  61. 
Rebellion,  no  legal  proof  of  in  America, 

iL  152;   Irisl^  of  1798,  treatment  of, 

criticised,  and  subsequent  legislation. 

Recognisances,  by  printers  and  publishers, 
ii.  527. 

Recusants,  popish,  discovery  and  convic- 
tion of,  i.  61. 

Re-election,  imperfect  security  acoofded 
by,  0.17. 
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Refonn,  moderate  and  temperate,  of 
abuses  of  the  Constitution,  due  to  the 
people,  ii.  339;  of  1832,  not  remedial, 
but  revolutionary,  iii.  89  ;  Parliament- 
ary not  settled,  iii.  93;  wanton  and 
gruilty  measure  of,  iii.  95. 

Keform  Act,  vice  of,  iii.  453. 

Reform  Bill,  of  183a,  objections  to,  iii. 
14;  passage  of,  how  effected,  iii.  99; 
of  1867,  criticised,  iii.  468. 

Reformatio  l^um  Ecclesiasticarum,  cited, 
iii.  421. 

Reformation,  marriage  law  before  the, 
iii.  263 ;  first  principles  of^  iii.  392 ; 
debates  on  divorce  at,  iii.  421. 

Refrenhment  Houses,  Bill  for,  criticised, 
iii.  436. 

Regency,   councils  o^  how  formed,  iii. 

173. 
Regent,  what  should  be  the  powers  of, 

ii.   230;    acceptance  of  office  of^  by 

Prince  of  Wales,  ii.  433. 
Registration  Bill,  Scotlwid,  objections  to, 

iii.  348. 
Rehearsing,  of  a  case,  effects  oC  i*  51. 
Relations,  divisions  between,  the  honour 

and  wisdom  of  Lords  tries  to  prevent, 

i.  51. 
Relief,   Roman  Catholic,  effects  of,  iii. 

aS. 
Religion,    true,    wilful    and    deliberate 

abandonment  of,  iii.  229. 
Religious  belief,  not  connected  with  ex- 
cellence in  law  and  medicine,  iii.  144. 
Religions    faith,  tests    o^    impolicy    of, 

iii.  124. 
Religious  innovations,  grievance  of,  i.  4. 
Religious  opinions,  ought  not  to  exdude 

firom  civil  office,  iii.  178. 
Removal  of  Scotch,  Irish,  &c.,  to  place 

of  birth,  if  chargeable,  criticised,  iii. 

167. 
Rendlesham,  Lord,  provisions  in  favour 

of,  iii.  118. 
Rents,  for  use  of  water,  i.  102. 
Repeal,  retrospective,  of  law,  miflchievous, 

ii-  559- 
Representation,    of   American    colonies, 

not  existing,  effect  of  pressing,  ii.  80. 
Representation,    present    state    of    the 

(1780),  ii.  204;  ttaU  of  in  1797,  ii. 

296. 
Representatives,   should   not    for   many 

years    engross    the    trust    of  people, 

i-  54- 
Republic,  French,  policy  of  interference 

with,  ii.  267 ;  refusal  to  negotiate  with, 
ii-  334  t  w^  with,  ii.  335 ;  more  safe 
for  liberties  of  Great  Britain,  ii.  268. 
Republican  exertions,  enthusiasm,  cou- 
rage, have  made  victory  the  order  of 
the  day  in  1 794,  ii.  269. 


Resolution,  of  Lord  Marchmont,  sadden 

and  surreptitious,  ii.  107. 
Retford  East,  borough  of^  corruption  in, 

lu.  70. 
Retrospect,  in   a   clause,   objection   to, 

i.  131- 
Returns,  daim  of  Conmions  to   judge, 

objections  to,  i.  126. 

Revenue,  of  CS^eorge  II,  compared  with 
that  of  other  monarcha,  i.  397;  the 
King's  large,  and  should  not  be  made 
an  improper  use  of,  i.  417. 

Revolution  of  1688,  its  example,  iL  434  ; 
exclusion  of  Roman  Catholics  sanc- 
tioned at,  iii.  52 ;  principle  of,  that 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  should  have 
a  government  of  Protestants,  iii.  57 ; 
principles  of^  iii.  124. 

Richmond,  Duke  of,  insufficient  punish- 
ment of^  i.  II. 

Right  or  privilege,  vested,  not  to  be  taken 
away  without  evidence,  iiL  51. 

Rights  and  interests,  chartered  and  vested, 
respect  for,  iii.  85. 

Roberts,  Mr.,  case  of,  i.  29  pref. 

Rochester,  Bishop  of  (Atterbury),  ques- 
tion as  to  bis  making  his  defence  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  i.  329 ;  petition  o^ 
i.  333  pref.;  evidence  of  guilt  of,  i. 
338 ;  his  correspondence  through  K^y, 
i.  346 ;  evidence  in  case  o^  defisctive, 

i.  352,  354- 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  its  pretensioiis 

to  infallibility,  iii.  53. 

Roman  CathoUc  relief,  reasons  in  &voar 
of^  in  1808,  ii.  408. 

Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act,  a  great  and 
perilous  experiment,  iii.  227. 

Roman  Catholics,  excluded  from  being 
governors  or  directors  of  Bank  of  Ire- 
mnd,  ii.  415 ;  restrictions  and  disabili- 
ties of^  ii.  419;  reasons  for  removing 
disabilities  oC  in  182 1,  iL  541 ;  preten- 
sions o^  presumptuously  styled  claims, 
ii*  573 »  objection  to  concession  to,  iL 
.575 ;  not  bound  by  oaths,  iii.  53 ;  liber- 
ties of^  invaded  in  1851,  iiL  378. 

Romanists,  Irish,  conduct  of^  iii.  6a. 

Romish  principles,  position  of  clergy  by, 

i.  75- 
Romish  priests,  satisfik^on  of^  iiL  214. 

Rome,  France  compared  to,  by  France 

ii.  294. 
Rome,  Church  of,  character  of,  iii.  1 14 ; 

endowment  of,  iii.  291. 
Rome,  see  of^  oonomunication  with,  iiL 

377. 
Roolce,  Sir  George,  instructionB  of  adnu- 

rals  to,  L  113. 
Roos,  Lord,  case  of  divorce  of^  iii.  432. 
Rous,  Mr.,  chairman  of  the  East  India 

Company,  ii.  95. 
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Rowell,  Baron,  minister  of  foreign  affitirs 

in  Holland,  ii.  427. 
Boyal  family,  firmly  seated  on  the  throne, 

i.  420 ;  causes  why  called  to  the  throne, 

ii  41. 
RunDing  goods,  practice  of^  and  penalties 

for,  i.  301. 
Rnasia,  Empress  o(  treaty  with,  ii.  54 ; 

retreat  of  French  armies  from,  in  181 2, 

ii.  473 ;  Emperor  of,  convention  with, 

iii.  109  :  extravagant  doties  of,  ii.  550. 

S. 

Sabbath,  effects  of  enforcing  observance 
of^  iii.  139. 

SachevereU,  Dr.,  trial  of^  place  o^  i.  366, 
189  pref . ;  has  made  no  reflections  on 
memory  of  King  Willliam,  i.  194 ;  ob- 
jections to  guilty  or  not  gxdlty  instead 
of  content  and  not  content,  L  197. 

Sacrament,  not  to  take,  no  crime,  and 
should  not  be  a  disabilitv,  i.  74. 

Sacramental  test,  repeal  o^  iii.  21. 

Salaries,  adoption  of  system  of^  instead 
of  fees,  probable  efiects  of^  ii.  555. 

Salisbury,  Earl  of,  case  o^  i.  loi. 

Salt,  tax  on,  inconveniences  o^  i.  422, 

423.  427- 
Sandys,  barony  of,  disputed  and  decided, 

»•  457. 
Sardinia,  Eling  o(  alliance  with,  ii.  35. 

Savings,  on  Civil  list,  right  of  Parlia- 
ment to  be  informed  on,  iii.  369. 
Savings    Banks,    competition    with,   iii. 

443. 
Scale  of  duties,  var3ring,  effect  of^  iii.  32. 

Scandala  magnatnm,  meaning  o^  i.  70. 

Scotch,  dissatisfaction  of,  at  the  Growth 
of  Schism  Bill,  i.  221;  expedition  of 
1640,  dangers  of,  i.  3 ;  cattle,  restraints 
on  importation  of,  i.  28 ;  Peers,  election 
of,  in  1734,  i.  461  sqq.,  465  sqq.,  468. 

Scotland,  forfeited  estates  in,  law  on,  criti- 
cised, i.  248 ;  Peers  of,  rights  o^  in- 
vaded in  the  Brandon  peerage  dedsion, 
L  208 ;  land-tax  oC  too  snudl,  L  181 ; 
Privy  Council  of^  how  abolished,  i.  184 ; 
laws  o!^  risk  of  altering,  i.  188 ;  salt- 
tax  in,  light,  and  effect  of^  i.  428 ;  con- 
stitution of,  charge  ot  ii.  49 ;  rule  of, 
as  regards  witnesses  to  defence,  iL  255 ; 
union  with,  its  effects,  it  325 ;  BanJc 
of^  not  entitled  to  special  privileges, 
ii.  329 ;  union  o^  and  its  Peers,  ii.  338 ; 
law  of  divorce  in,  consequences  of,  ii. 
34a  ;  law  of  forfeiture  in,  ii.  579; 
Bank  Act  of  1828,  a  check  to  inter- 
course of  with  English  borders,  iii.  43 ; 
changes  in  Sessions  Court  of^  objected 
to,  iii.  73 ;  wrongs  done  to,  by  Reform 
BUI,  iii,  105 ;  royal  burghs  of,  muni- 


cipal  councils  of,  iii.  130 ;  law  of  church 
in,  iii.  258;  Bank  Act  of  (1844),  iii. 
294  sqq.,  299  sqq.;  marriage  law  of, 
iii.  353 ;  divorce  law  of,  iii.  428 ;  law 
of  mortmain  ii%repealed,  and  how,  iii. 
483 ;  approves  the  Lords  as  a  Court  of 
Appeal,  iii.  487,  488. 

Scottish  plot,  story  of,  i.  169  pref. 

Scroggs,  Chief  Justice,  impeachment  o^ 
i.  64. 

Seas,  freedom  o(  the  establishment  of  by 
France,  iii.  294. 

Seats,  sale  of,  left  to  the  Crown,  ii.  423. 

Second  reading,  suspension  of  sessional 
order  about,  criticised,  iii.  439. 

Secretary  of  State,  all  men's  liberty  sur- 
rendered  to,  by  making  libel  a  breach 
of  the  peace,  it  7a;  power  of,  over 
aliens,  ii.  506. 

Security,  real,  impossible  to  know  full 
meaning  and  extent  of,  i.  148 ;  extracted 
from  Pnnoe  of  Orange,  ii.  436. 

Secret  Committee,  report  of,  in  181 7, 
ii.  494. 

Sedition,  Roman  Catholic  relief  an  en- 
couragement to,  iii.  63. 

Seditious  Meetings  Bill,  criticism  on,  ii 
285  sqq.,  495,  526. 

Seditious  writings,  how  to  deal  with,  ii. 

237- 
Selden,  his  opinion  on  Habeas  Corpus^ 

ii.  61. 

Self-registration    of   voters    in   Ireland, 

iii.  370* 
Separatists,  an  undefined  term,  iii.  176. 
Separation  of  sexes  in  workhouses,  iii. 

342. 
Septennial  Bill,  objections  to,  i.  228. 
Sequestration,  Scotch,   amendments    in, 

iii.  467. 
Servants  of  King,  privileged  ordinarily, 

i  no. 
Settlement,  alteration  of  law  o^  iii.  149. 
Settlement,  Act  of^  second  great  charter, 

its  provisions,  ii  53 ;  a  departure  from, 

in  giving  conmussions  to  forngners, 

ii  58. 
Severe  laws,  effects  of,  on  crime,  ii.  487. 
Seville,  Treaty  of^  criticised,  i.  402  sq. 
Sherifik,  making  false  and  double  returns^ 

encouragement  to,  i.  82. 
Sherifi^  H^h,  of  Westmorland,  iii.  366. 
Sherley,  Dr.,  case  of,  i  52  pre£ 
Ship-money,  urging  o^  a  grievance,  i.  4. 
Shipping  interest,  risks  to,  by  legislation 

of  1843,  iii.  260. 
Silver  and  gold,  exportation  of,  mischiev- 
ous, i.  27. 
Silver  currency,  deterioration  of,  effects 

o^  ii.  504. 
Simmonds,  Dr.,  his  control  over  the  King, 

ii.445- 
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Sinking  fonds,  mode  of  establishing,  ii. 
421. 

Sinking  Fond,  appropriation  of,  criticised, 
i.  431,  457  sqq. ;  propriety  of  main- 
taining, i.  437. 

Skeene,  his  relation  to  Atterbury's  plot, 

i.  3'5- 
Slave-grown  sugar,  effects  of  admitting, 

iii.  283. 

Slaves,  emancipation  o^  objections  to,  iii. 

Slave-trade,  abolition  ot,  its  importance, 
ii  478  ;  Brasilian  and  Portaguese,  sup- 
pression of,  and  objections  to,  iii.  206 
sqq.,  210  sq. 

Sliding-scale,  of  1822,  criticised,  ii.  561 
sqq. ;  effects  of^  iii.  254. 

Smithfield  Market,  rights  of  Corporation 
to,  iii.  376. 

Soap,  repeal  of  duties  on,  objected  to, 
iii.  389. 

Soil,  right  of  property  in,  on  the  banks  of 
the  Thames  oontested,  ii.  121. 

Soldiers,  Bill  enabling  magistrates  to 
press  idle  persons  for,  i.  169  (see  also 
1.  173) ;  should  be  tried  by  civil  power 
for  an  offence  against  the  Gonstituticm, 

i.471. 
Sommers,  Lord,  acquittal  of,  vrregular,  i. 

158 ;  acquittal  of,  on  what  depending, 
i.  159;  on  evidence,  iii.  72;  his  ac- 
quiescence in  9  and  10  William  m, 
cap.  32,  iii.  270. 

South  Sea  Company,  conduct  of,  and 
treatment  of,  i.  253  sqq. ;  estates  of, 
directors  of,  i.  435  sqq. ;  its  treatment 
under  the  Convention  of  Pardo,  iL  8. 

Sovereign,  the,  should  be  undeceived, 
n.  177. 

Spain,  war  in,  1707- 17 10,  events  of, 
i.  198  pref. ;  policy  of  conducting  war 
in,  and  difficulties  of,  i.  200 ;  grants 
for  war  in,  properly  iasaed,  i.  205; 
success  of  war  in,  io,;  attack  on  in 
1718,  i.  268;  claims  of,  in  relation  to 
Gibraltar,  i.  386 ;  King  of,  his  claims 
to  Gibraltar,  &c.,  i.  392;  relations 
with  (1739),  i'  483 ;  war  with,  in  176 1, 
ii.  63 ;  conduct  of,  at  Falkland  Islands, 
ii.  103;  war  with,  ii.  186  pre£;  and 
France,  differences  between  in  1823, 
ii.  56. 

Spanhurds,  claims  of,  i.  403. 

Speaker,  exemption  of,  firom  certain  lia- 
bilities, i.  112. 

Specie,  drain  of,  for  foreign  purchases  of 
com,  iii.  31. 

Speech,  King's,  consideration  o^  in  1727, 
i.  388. 

Speech  from  the  Throne,  an  act  of  mini- 
sters, i.  487. 

Spirits,  Irish,  increase  of  duties  on,  ob- 


jected to,  iii.  240;  duties  on  (1853), 
iii.  386. 

Stafford,  Viscount,  attainder  at,  I  €S 
pref.;  reversal  of  attainder  o^  criti- 
cised, ii.  572, 

Strafibid,  Earl  o(  his  dealing  with  Lord 
Loffcus,  i  50  pref. ;  cause  of  his  exe- 
cution, iL  247. 

Strafford,  Earl,  his  alleged  complidty  in 
Atterbury's  plot,  i.  325. 

St.  Albans,  borough  of^  disfiranchisement 
of,  iii.  380. 

SUDaviSs,  see  of,  vacancy  of,  imcotwe- 
nUnt,  L  173. 

St.  Domingo,  experience  of,  iiL  134. 

St.  Gfles,  London,  parish  of,  ehmrdi  of, 
i.  246. 

St.  Helena,  consignment  of  gresteet  man 
of  the  age  to,  iii.  152. 

St.  Leonanls,  Lord,  right  honourable  and 
revered,  iii.  486. 

Stamp  Act,  American,  its  character,  it 
77  sqq.;  objections  to,  examined,  and 
effect  of  repealing,  iL  85  sqq. 

Stamp  duty,  newspaper,  repeal  d,  iiL 
402. 

Stamps,  on  newspapers,  ii.  527. 

Standing  army,  objections  to,  L  233; 
mischief  and  danger  of^  i.  421. 

Standing  order,  of  the  5th  of  May,  1668, 
its  importance,  ii.  136;  of  the  30th  oif 
April,  1675,  i.  161 ;  of  the  ac^  and 
24th  of  March,  1767,  quoted,  ii.  185; 
no.  50,  principle  d,  ii.  354;  no.  25, 
precedents  on,  ii.  398, 402 ;  polioy  of 
creating  a  new,  ii.  421 ;  on  proxies,  its 
suspension,  ii.  441. 

Standing  orders,  suspension  of,  iiL  239; 
nos.  26  and  155,  suspension  o^  iL  507, 
508. 

Stanhope,  General,  censure  on,  L  199. 

Stanhope,  Lord,  his  personal  protest 
against  war  with  franco,  his  place 
in  Lords  by  accident  of  birth,  &c.,  ii. 
269. 

State,  safety  of,  can  alone  justify  excep- 
tional legislation,  L  351 ;  assumed  right 
of,  to  enquire  into  spiritual  ftith,  iii. 
178. 

State  prisoners,  difference  of  treatment  o^ 
and  of  others,  ii.  498. 

States-General,  alliance  with,  ii.  35. 

Statutes  cited : — 25  Edw.  I,  L  19.  15 
Edw.  II,  iii.  2 1.  4  Edw.  Ill,  L  257 ; 
5  Edw.  Ill,  L  ao ;  14  Edw.  ni.  s.  i. 
a  5,  iii.  486;  15  Edw.  Ill,  L9a;  17 
Edw.  Ill,  i.  92 ;  25  Edw.  Ill,  ii.  15a, 
284 ;  28  Edw.  ni,  i.  20 ;  ib.  c  3,  L 
18.  4  Hen.  rV,  c.  22,  L  24  ;  ib.  i.  ao ; 
II  Hen.  IV,  L  376.  24  Hen.  Vm, 
c.  12,  iii.  194  ;  26  Hen.  VIII,  c  19,  iii. 
417;  33  Hen.  Vni,  ii.  226, 457.      5, 6 
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Edw.  VI,  L  376.  4, 5  Phil,  and  Maiy, 
i.  36.  I  MaiT  Session  II,  ii.  437.  5 
Eliz.  0.4,  i.  26.  Jas.  I,  i.  266,  13 
Ghas.  II,  i.  100,  ii.  226,  438,  447 ;  15 
Chas.  IJ,no.  15,  i.  118;  17,  i8Ghaa.II, 
o.  7,  iii.  428 ;  31  Chas.  II,  ii  60.  i 
Will,  and  Mary,  ii.  496,  iii.  194;  9,  10 
Will.  Ill,  c  32,  iii.  270;  12  WiU.  III. 
ii.  55;  12  and  13  Will  III,  c.  2,  ii. 
2^6.  5  Anne,  ii.  25 ;  6  Anne,  c.  7, 
iii.  173;  7  Anne,  ii.  579.  i  Qeo,  I, 
ii.  55 ;  6  Geo,  I,  c.  18,  iii.  138 ;  8  Geo. 
I>  ii-  556  ;  9  Oeo.  I,  ii.  25 ;  10  Geo.  I, 
0.  4,  iii.  22,  126;  12  Geo.  I,  c.  28,  ii. 
358.  13  Geo.  n,  c.  7,  iii.  22;  24 
Geo.  n,  c.  29,  iii.  1 73 ;  29  Geo.  II,  c.  5, 
ii.  256.  5  Geo.  Ill,  0.  26,  ii.  358 ;  %b, 
c.  27,  iii.  173 ;  7  Geo.  Ill,  c.  7,  fi.  190; 
10  Geo.  ni,  o.  51,  iii.  349;  13  Geo. 
m,  e.  64,  ii.  431;  13,  14  G^o.  m, 
(Irish)  o.  34,  ii.  277 ;  14  G^.  Ill,  c.  88, 
iii  81 ;  17  and  18  Geo.  Ill,  (Irish)  e.  6, 
ii.  277  ;  19,  20  Geo.  Ill,  (Irish)  c.  6,  ii. 
276;  21  Geo.  m,  c.  65;  ii.  43a;  21, 
22  Geo.  m,  (Irish)  c.  16,  ii.  277,  iii 
438 ;  22  Geo.  Ill,  0.  51,  ii.  432 ;  26 
(Jeo.  Ill,  c.  107,  ii.  331 ;  31  Geo.  Ill, 
c.  46,  ii.  496 ;  33  Geo.  Ill,  c.  29,  ii 
448;  39,  40  G^.  in,  c.  98,  iii.  116; 
52  Geo.  ni,  c.  155,  iii.  108 ;  ib,  c. 
62,  iii  417;  53  Geo.  Ill,  o.  160,  iii 
270 ;  54  Geo.  Ill,  u.  579 ;  55  Geo.  HI, 
c.  26,  ii.  561,  562;  ib,  c.  115,  iii.  108; 
56  Geo.  in,  0.  68,  ii.  504 ;  60  Geo.  HI, 
c.  9,  iii  79.  5  Geo.  rV,  c.  87,  iii.  349 ; 
J)  Geo.  Iv,  iii.  253;  lo  Geo.  FV,  c.  7, 
"*•  374»  378.  I  Wm.  IV,  0. 64,  iii 
440;  3  Will.  IV,  0.4,  iii.  142,  144; 
3,  4  Will.  IV,  0.  85,  iii.  3?2-  5»  ^ 
Viet.  c.  14,  iii.  254 ;  9, 10  Vict.  c.  107, 

iii.  333. 
Stewtfd,  Uetttenant-General,  his  orders 

in  1798,  ii.  319. 
Stockholder,  effect  of  income-tax  on,  ii 

309. 
Stoiy,  Chief  Justice,  quoted,  iii.419. 
StDurt,  House  of,  rebellion  for,  powers  of 

Crown  against  in  1715  and  I745>  ii. 

517. 
Subornation,  crime  of,  i  1 16. 

Succession  duties  of  1 796,  ii.  a8p  preL 

Suflblk,  Duke  of,  precedent  o^  i  35. 

Suffiragan  bishops,   i^pointment  of,  iii. 

417. 

Sugar,  distillation  from,  compulsoiy,  ob- 
jections to,  ii4i7;  overgrowth  oi,  ii 
425;  duties  on  (1844),  criticised,  iii 
383  ;  produce  of  by  slaves,  should  not 
be  imported,  iii.  320. 

SuitOTs,  cannot  be  denied  justice,  i  66 ; 
taxation  o^  for  new  courts,  iii.  455. 

Suit<«B'  fimd,  appropriation  of,  iii  456. 


Summons  of  Lords,  rejection  o(  motion 
for,  unprecedented,  ii.  100. 

Superiorities,  annihilation  of,  without 
compensation,  iii.  106. 

Supply,  demand  o^  how  it  should  be 
nuide,  i  383 ;  grant  o^  constitutional 
principle  of,  ii  351 ;  BiD,  annexing 
foreign  clauses  to,  ii  397 ;  right  of 
making  in  Parliament^  ii  377 ;  foreign, 
effects  of  depending  on,  iii  32  sqq.; 
originated  in  House  of  Commons,  and 
should  be  abated,  iii  347;  Bills  of, 
preamble  of,  Hi.  449. 

Supplies,  effect  of  withholding;  iii  197 ; 
in  1727,  critidfon  on,  i  389. 

Supreme  Court  of  Judioatore,  objections 
to,  iii  485. 

Supremacy,  oath  o(  obligations  of,  iii. 
293. 

Surrender  of  corporations,  law  o^  i  93. 

Suspending  laws,  power  of^  pretended 
and  ille^Ed,  ii.  497. 

Sustenance  of  the  people,  objections  to 
restraints  on,  iii.  233. 

Sweden,  cession  of  Norway  to,  ii  476. 

T. 

Tack,  a,  reprobated,  i.  104 ;  of  Irish  For- 
feiture Bill,  to  supply,  i  135 ;  of  Irish 
Forfeited  Estates  BiU  to  supply,  objec- 
tions to,  i  138  pref. 

Tacks,  practice  o^  iii.  447. 

Tailzie,  estate  in,  forfeiture  o(  ii  579. 

Talavera,  victory  o^  action  in,  criticised, 
ii424. 

Taxation,  right  of  Parliament  over  Ame- 
rica, ii.  79 ;  of  America,  criticised,  ii. 
174 ;  of  houses,  windows,  beds,  candles, 
shoes,  in  1795,  for  a  wicked  purpose, 
ii.  267;  principles  o^  in  income-tax, 
ii.  309 ;  how  just  for  distress,  iii.  6 ;  of 
Ireland,  estimate  of,  iii.  359 ;  reduction 
o(  how  justified,  iii.  445. 

Taxes,  requiring  many  collectors,  objec- 
tions to,  i429;  magnitude  o^  under 
Walpole,  ii  10;  exemption  from,  ex- 
cept by  Parliament,  a  right  of  subject, 
ii*  379  >  rigbt  to  levy,  iii  197  ;  effects 
of  on  profits,  ei9>eoially  agricultural, 
iii.  257. 

Tax-gatherers,  persons  appointed  to  be, 
who  are  not  in  pay  of  government, 
ii.  416. 

Temporalitv,  subsidy  of,  i  2. 

Ten  Hours^  Act,  e&cts  of,  iii.  367. 

Tenant  for  life,  extraordinary  powers 
given  to  husband  of,  U.  448. 

Test,  objection  to  imposition  of,  i.  70. 

Test  and  oath,  diffQrence  of^  i  61. 

Tests,  relaxation  o(  in  a  local  act  for 
Bristol,  i  250 ;  in  Ireland,  to  Dissenters 
and  Catholics,  ii  277. 
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Thames,  embankment  of  the,  ii.  lao. 
Thanet.  Earl  o(  Sheriff  of  Wettmorland, 

iii.  366. 
Theatres,  in  country  towns,  inexpediency 

of  permittiDg,  ii.  118. 
Thellusson,  Peter,  will  o(  iii.  116,  119. 
Throne,  vacancy  of,  how  dealt  with  in 

1688,  ii.  435. 
Timber    duties    of    i8ai    criticised,    ii. 

644- 
Hme,  length  o(  presumptions  firom,  ii. 

465- 
Tithes,    risk  to,  by  omitting  securities 

against  Quakers,  L  278 ;  extinction  of 

in  Ireland,  iii.  83. 
Title  of  a  Peer,  rule  concerning,  i.  i  a6. 
Title  of  honour,  recognition  of  in  a  Bill, 

and  practice  of  the  House,  ii.  184. 
Htle  to  Crown,  a  disputed,  may  arise 

from  Boyal  Marriage  Act,  ii.  127. 
Titles,  episcopal,  legislation  on,  iii.  379. 
Toleration,  character  of,   to  Dissenters 

(181  a),  ii.  455  ;  religious,  an  inalien- 
able right,  iii.  6a. 
Torrington,  Earl  o(  trial  of,  i.  100. 
Tower,  deputy-lieutenant  of,  his  alleged 

treatment  of  Atterbury,  i.  333. 
Townshend  peerage,  case  of,  and  oritidsm 

on,  iii.  a50. 
Toulon,  expedition  against,  i.  aoo. 
Traffic  in  drink,  criminal  to  sanction, 

iii- 435. 

Treason,  impeachment  for,  i.  13;  assimi- 
lation of  laws  o^  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, objections  to,  i.  188 ;  constructive 
latitude  of  law  on,  ii.  15a ;  Act  of^  of 
1795,  criticised,  ii.  a83. 

Treason,  high,  how  fkr  the  Queen's  con- 
duct fell  under  Statute  o^  ii  533. 

Treasury,  Commissioners  of^  their  relation 
to  the  South  Sea  Company,  in  i7ai, 

i.  ^53. 
Treaties,  effect  of  refusing  sight  o(  i. 

a8i ;  valid  but  injurious,  a  ground  for 

censuring  or  punishing  ministers,  iL 

117 ;  on  slave  trade,  iii.  ao8. 

Treaty,  address  for,  refusal  o^  unprece- 
dented, i.  a6i.  , 

Treaty  of  Conmierce  with  France,  oriti- 
dseid,  ii.  a  18. 

Trespass  and  crime,  distinction  between, 
iii.  301. 

Ttialf  preliminaries  of  should  he  odQusUd, 
hrfore  proceeding  to,  i.  157. 

Trial  ol  iMver,  publication  of  the,  i.  315. 

Trinity,  Holy,  denial  of,  a  detestable 
crime,  iii.  a7i. 

Troops,  at  Edinburgh,  during  the  election 
of  Peers,  i.  466 ;  of  Great  Britain  and 
Hanover,  animosities  between,  ii.  34 ; 
maintenance  of,  in  British  pay,  on  the 
Continent,  ii.  479. 


Trotter,  Alexander,  his  relations  to  Lard 

Melville,  ii.  365  sqq. 
Trust,  of  Parliament,  increasing,  L  410. 
Trustee,  firaud  of,  aided  by  law,  ii.  487. 
Trustees,  supersession  o^  iiL  1 19. 
Turkey  fleet,  misfortune  to,  in  1693,  L 

^H4- 

T^rawley,  Lord,  censure  on,  i.  199. 


Unconstitutional  powers,  grant  o(  not 
defensible  on  the  ground  that  the  above 
is  not  likely  to  happen,  iii  167. 

Uniformity,  Act  of,  importance  of,  i  175. 

Union,  diuiger  to,  by  Irish  Keform  Bifi, 
iii.  108 ;  Act  of,  its  relevance  to  the 
Duke  of  Brandon's  case,  i  ao8  ;  legis- 
lative, with  Ireland,  against  the  sense 
of  Irish  people,  ii.  341 ;  of  England 
and  Ireland,  critidsed,  ii.  3a3 ;  of  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Ireland,  affected 
by  Roman  Catholic  Belief  Act,  iii 
480. 

Union,  Irish,  criticised,  ii.  337 ;  compen- 
sation to  borouffhs  under,  iii  64;  vio- 
lation o^  by  Iriw  Church  Act  of  1833, 
iii  115. 

Union,  Scotch,  of  obvious  inconvenience, 
i  184;  peril  o(  in  1713,  i.  ai7  pref.; 
incompatibility  of  a  particular  election 
with  twenty-second  article  of^  ii  a48 ; 
violated  by  the  Stamp  Duty  of  i8oS, 
ii  416. 

United  States,  policy  which  severed  from 
England,  adopted  for  Canada,  iii.  171* 

United  Church,  perpetual  endurance  o^ 
a  fundamental  law  of  the  State,  iii  aS*. 

United  Provinoes,  hostility  with,  dis- 
cussed, ii.  ao5 ;  war  declared  by  Frmnoe 
against,  ii.  a6i. 

Unity,  prayer  for,  significance  of^  i  178. 

Universities,  Statutes  o^  iii  168. 

University,  national,  degrees  of^  and 
Thirty-nine  Articles,  ii.  1 45. 

Usury  laws,  inexpediency  o^  iii  310. 

Utrecht,  Treaty  of,  ninth  article  given 
up  by  Walpole,  ii  la ;  eritieimM  ois, 
i  ai3  sqq. 

V. 

Valuation,  Irish,  iii  395. 

Yaux  of  HaiTowden,  Lord,  reputed  fisther 
of  Nicholas  KnoUys,  ii.  459 ;  settlemoit 
of  estates  of,  ii.  464. 

Yemey,  Sir  Bichard,  claim  of,  to  t^  peer- 
age, i  1 17  pref. ;  his  claim  objected  to, 
i  ia4. 

Yemon,  Yice-admiral,  his  management 
of  the  war,  i  491 ;  his  letters,  mipori- 


INDEX  OF  SUBJECTS. 


599 


ftnoe  of  seeing,  i.  493 ;  insafficieDcy  of 
supplies  to,  i.  498. 

Vested  rights,  importance  of  saving,  ii. 
560. 

Vimiera,  battle  o^  thanks  for,  to  whom 
due,  ii.  420. 

Voters,  Parliamentary,  Ireland,  Bill  criti- 
cised, iii.  370. 

Votes,  given  corruptly,  no  ground  for  dis- 
franchisement, ii.  543. 


W. 


Wages  of  labour  in  America,  amount  o( 
ii.  79. 

Wages,  and  price  of  com,  iiL  339. 

Walker,  Sir  Bdward,  Garter,  certificate 
o^  ii.  461. 

Walpole,  Sir  Robert,  his  conduct  of 
affiurs,  ii.  10;  Bill  for  indemnifying 
witnesses  against,  ii.  34  pref. ;  his  ex- 
pulsion, ii.  I03. 

War,  conduct  of  the,  in  1 740,  unac- 
countable, i.  499 ;  of  1 746,  conduct  of, 
ii.  46 ;  of  1 76a,  state  of,  ii.  63 ;  conduct 
o^  how  and  when  justified,  ii.  403. 

War  in  America,  criticism  on,  ii.  160 
sqq. ;  atrocious  character  of  proposed, 
ii.  180;  policy  of,  in  1779,  ii.  187; 
ruinous  prosecution  o^  an  unjust 
(1781),  ii.  an. 

War  with  France  in  1793,  deprecated,  ii. 
34a,  343 ;  never  an  advantage,  ii.  343. 

War,  witii  Scotland  in  1640,  mischie&  of, 

i-3- 

War  taxes,  policy  of  exacting,  ii.4ai. 

Wardmote  elections,  penalty  on  presiding 

officer  at,  i.  359. 
Wards  and  Liveries,  court  of,  its  power, 

ii.  346. 
Warrant,  Secretaiy  of  State's,  effect  of, 

under  Wilkes*  case,  ii.  75. 
Water  company,  an  allowance  to,  per* 

mitting  them  to  charge  what  rent  they 

please  for  water,  i.  I03. 
Watson,  Dr.  Thomas,  bishop  of  S.  David's, 

case  of,  i.  173  pref. 
Weak,  refusal  of  relief  to,  iii.  137. 
Wedlock,  lawful,  child  bom  in,  presump- 
tion of  paternity  of,  ii.  456. 
Weirs,  Scotch,  tax  on,  iii.  353. 


Wensleydale,  Lord,  his  power  of  sitting, 
iii.  406. 

West  India  trade,  condition  of,  i.  453. 

Westminster  Hall,  profligate  wretches  set 
up  for  judges  in,  i.  86 ;  should  have 
been  the  place  of  Macclesfield's  trial, 

i.  365- 

Westmorland,  high  shrievalty  o^  iii.  366. 

Wharton,  Lord,  v,  Bathurst  and  others, 
case  o^  i.  165  pref. 

Wheat,  exports  and  imports  of,  1830- 
1835,  iii.  6;  Canadian,  danger  of  im- 
porting, iii.  357. 

Whipping,  punishment  of,  iii.  303. 

Wbitchoott,  Sir  Jeremy,  case  of,  i.  53. 

William  III,  Eling,  dedaration  of,  cause 
of,  i.  94 ;  memory  of,  no  reflections  on 
by  Dr.  Sacheverell,  i.  194. 

Williamson,  Robert,  case  of,  i.  135  pref. 

Willoughby  d'Eresby,  Lord,  case  of,  and 
Earl  of  Oxford,  i.  118. 

Will,  a  void,  and  its  effects,  i.  43. 

Wills,  propriety  of  maintaining  legal  pro- 
visions of,  iii.  1 1 7. 

Wiltes  peerage,  decision  on,  criticised, 
lu.  471. 

Wine,  equalisation  of  duties  on,  iii.  83. 

Witness,  mistake  of  prisoner  by,  ought  to 
damage  his  evidence,  i.  116. 

Witnesses,  names  of,  should  be  given  to 
prisoners,  i.  187  ;  not  to  depose  to 
what  might  lead  to  their  accusation, 
i.  348 ;  examination  of,  in  disfranchise- 
ments, iii.  70  ;  evidence  o^  to  the 
House,  and  in  other  Courts,  iii.  191 ; 
protection  of,  ui.  303  sqq. 

Women,  by  law  liable  to  great  and  un- 
equal hiurdshipe,  iii.  189. 

Woolaston,  Mr.,  case  of  his  expulsion, 
ii  loa. 

Woollen  manufactures,  danger  to,  by 
calicoes,  i.  356. 

Workhouses,  imprisonment  in,  iii.  148; 
sex>aration  of  sexes  in,  iii.  343. 

Writ  by  descent,  rule  of,  i.  I30. 

Writ  of  summons,  suspension  o(  in  case 
of  bishops,  iii  339. 

Writing,  proof  by,  slight  and  weak  evi- 
dence, i  343. 
Writs  of  Parliament  not  in  due  form  of 
lauff  effect  of,  i  97. 
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